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LaChronologie des Empires, &c. 1.¢: The Chronology of the 
Empires, to the Reign of Alexander the Great, explained and 
comprized in Tables, at the end of the fecond Tome of Lz 


Bibliotheq; univerfelle des Hiftoriens. At Paris, 1707. Pauses 
255- 


HE Hiftory and Chronology of the Empires or Mo- 

narchies, and ancient Nations, is fubje€t to fo many 

Difficulties, and cover’d with fuch a thick Darknefs, 

that “tis almoft impoffible to refolve the former, and 
difpel the latter. There’s a great number of Nations, of whom 
we have no ancient Hiftory ; and the Hiftories we have, don’t 
20 very far back, or in their Original are fo mix’d with Fables, 
that ’tis difficult to difcern Truth from kalfhood. Befides, the 
manifeft Contradi€tions of Hiftorians and Chronologers confound 
and perplex us. 

Many Chronologers of our Time have attempted to clear up 
this almoft impenetrable Chaos ; but as their Sentiments are 
very different, in chufing to follow one Chronology rather than 
another, one muft confider the Keafons of cach. This Scrutiny 
1S long and difficult, every one is not capable of it; therefore 
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Che THoks of the Leanne 
the Author of Le Bibliotheque des Hiftoriens, thought he might 





ferve the Publick in undertaking 7t. 
He lays down as a fundamental Maxim of the Chronology of 
the Empires, that the duration of thofe which preceded that of 
the Perfians, ought to be comprized in the interval of Time con. 
rained between the Deluge and the Reign of Gras. The Epschy 
of the firit Year of the Reign of this Prince is certain; for a1) 
agree, that “tis the firft Year of the 55th Olympiad, viz. the 
4254th, or 4155th of the Fultan Period, and the §59th or 5dory 
betore the common /£ra of the Birth of Jefus Chrift. Our Ap. 
thor makes ufe of thofe two Periods to regulate his Chronolo. 
gical Tables, becaufe all Chronologers are agreed upon thofe two 
Points. The Deluge happen’d in the Year of the World 16 56. 
according to the Hebrew Text ; 2256 according to the Verfion of 
the Septuagint ; and 7307 according to the Savsaritan Text. 
The Space of Time from the Deluge, to the Reign of Grus, is 
alfo different, according to thofe three Texts and different Chro- 
nologies. Some make it 1800 Years or thereabouts, and others 
3000 Years and upwards. This difference in Sacred Chronology 
affe€ts that which is Humane or Profane, and caufes the length 
of the Monarchies to increafe proportionably. But our-Auchor, 
without having regard to this difference, undertakes to form the 
Scheme of Prophane Chronology from Hiftorians and ancient 
Monuments; with which, fays he, ’twill be very eafie to recon- 
cile the Sacred Chronology, and to determine us whether we 
fhould follow the Hebrew Text or Greek Verfion. However, he 
has fo contraéted the Time of the Monarchies, that ’tis eafie to 
fee his Detign was to reconcile it with the Chronology of the 
Hebrew Text. | 
The greateft difficulty in this Matter wasto adjuft the Chrono- 
logy of the Egyptians, who boaft of a prodigious Antiquity ; 
they divided the Time of their Monarchy into three Parts. The 
frft was that of the Gods, of whom they reckon 113 Genera- 
tions in 30 Dyzafties, which make up 36525 Years. The {e- 
cond of the Demi-Gods, called Awrites or Meffreafy in ancient 
Chronology, 217 Years. The third, of Men of whom Manetho 
has left us 30 Dyzafties. The firft Divifion is fabulous and feign’d 
from the Revolution of the Stars; of thefecond we know no- 
thing, and the third is Hiftorical , but ’cis very difficult to cleat 
the Dynafties of the Kings of Egypt, related by Manetho, anc 


to fix their exact duration. If we fuppofe them to be —_— 
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they make up §355 Years, to the Reign of Alexander,.a Space 
of Time which can no ways be reconcil.d with the Epocha of 
the Deluge, whatever Sy{tcm we embrace; for which reafon, 
Eufedius and Affricanus cut off the firf® 15 Dynafties. Of Zare 
they have found an Expedient to reconcile thofe thirty Dynafties 
with the Epecha of the Deluge, by fuppofing that they are not 
all Succeflive ; that ts, that they contain not a Series of Kings 
who reigned one after another over all Keypt, but the Succeffors 
of feveral Kings in divers Kingdoms. Betides, Erato/fbenes has 
given us a Succeffion of 38 Kings of Thebes, for the moft pare 
different from thofe which are in the Dynalties of Alanerho, 
George Syncellas has allo composd a new Catalogue of the 
Kings of Egypt. Herodotus, Fofepbus, and Diodorus, nave men- 
tioned fone Ezyprzan Kings ; but they feem neither to agree with 
ene another, nur with Manerbo and Eratoftbenes. 

This confufion occafion’d the greateft part of Chronologers 
to pafS by the Chronology of the Egyptian Monarchy. Sir Jobe 
Marfham was the firft who effiy’d to regulate thofe Eeyprian 
Dynafties, and to reconcile their Chronology with the Hebrew 
Text of theBible. Father Pezron did alfo attempr it, but with 
a defign to fhew that they could nor be brought ro accord with 
the Chronology of the Septuagint. Our Author, who made ufe 
of their affiftance, carries his Difcoveries further, and correéts 
Sir Fobn Marfham’sSyf{tem. 

To eftablifh the diftin€tion of the Dynafties in different Mang - 
doms, he fhews that Egypr, from the time *twas firft inhabited, 
was divided into three principal parts ; Ihedais, and the Higher 
and Lower Egypt. This Divifion is not only related by ancient 
Geographers, as Strabo and Prolemy, but alfo founded upon many 
Paflages of Sacred Writ, which our Author quotes. The chief 
City of Thebars was Thebes, which was afterwards called Diof- 
pols.. At the Eaft of the Nile towards the Weft, between this 
River and the Mountain P/amwis, there was another City called. 
This, which continued till the Time of Sefoftris. Memphis was 
the Metropolis of Higher Egypt. In Lower Egypt were Hera: 
cleopolis, Tanvs, andthe Lejjer Dio/polis. We pafs over the 
other Subdivifions of Egypr. 

All Authors agree that Alezes was the firft King of all Egype : 
After his Death his Son. Azhothes remain’d King of Thebats, and 
part of Higher Egypt. Torfothros was King of Memphis, and 


Carudes of Lower Egypt. After the Death ,of Arborhes, the 
Kingdoms 
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Kingdoms of Thebes and This were divided : fo Esypt from that 
time was divided into four Kingdoms, that of the Thebans, the 
Phinites and Memphites, andthat of Lower Egypt. The Succef. 
fors of the former, who compos’d fo many Dynafties, are diff: 
rent till Queen Nitocris, who is mentiond in the Succeffisn of 
the Theban Kings, and of the Aempbites exa&tly at the fame 
' time. Befidesthefe principal Dynafties, there were others erett- 
ed from time to time in divers Towns, as at Heracleopolis, Ele- 
phantis, the Leffler Diofpols, and Taxis. Some of thofe were 
cotemporary with the firft Dynaities, and others fucceeded them. 
Manetho diftinguifhed all thefe Dynafties, and treated of them 
in the three Firft Books of his Hiftory. Africanus took them 
-€rom this Author, and wasat the pains to mark all that were in 
each Book. °Tis upon this that our Author relies in difpofing che 
Dynatties, fuppofing very probably that Manerbo hath given an 
account in each Book of the Dynafties of cotemporary Kings, 
and that he hath brought them down to the time with which 
he finifhed the Hiftory of that Book. 

’Tis impoflible here to give the Order of all thefe Dynafties,and 
to unfold their Chronology. Our Author hath done it with fuch 
brevity and nicenefs in his Difcourfe and Table, that ’twill nor 
admit of any Abridgement. We have there the Succeffion of the 
four principal Dynafties in the four Kingdoms of the Thedens, 
Lbinites, Mempbites, and Lower-Ezypt, from Menes down to 
Apapus tor 567 Years. This Apapus or Phiops, who reigned 
100 Years, re-united the Kingdoms of the Thebans and Mem- 
phites. The Kingdom of the Thizites was extinguifh’d about 
the fame time; and Queen Nitocris became MiltrefS both of 
Thebais and Higher. Egypt. Her Succeffors continued Kings of 
Thebes: But the Foreign Kings, called Shepherds, poffcfled them- 
felves of Mempbis and one Patt of Lower-Egypr, and erected 
themfelves another Monarchy in Leffer-Dicipolis. Thefe Snep- 
herd Kings were Mafters of a great part of Egypt for 300 Years, 
after which all Egypt became 1ubje€&t to one King. Le/fofiris the 
famous Coriqueror was the laft of this Dynafty. Our Author be- 
licves that he was Shishak,mention’d in Scripture, who piunder'd 
Ferufalem inthe fifth Year of Rbeboboam’s Reign. Atter him the 
Kingdom was again divided between three Kings, of Mempius, 
the Leffer-Dioipolis and Tenis. Herodotus and Diodorus give us 
the Succeffion of the firit; the others are related by Africanus, 


upon the Credit of Alanerho. Atlength Sabacon, the pense 
expe 
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expell’d Aay/is the Blind, the laft King of Memphis, and Boc- 
ehoris Son of Guephattes Saite, potlzisd himfelf of the Kingdom 
of the Taxites. This lait was killed by Sebacon ; but he had fe- 
veral Succeffors, till after the Death of Nechaon and Sabucon, 
Egypt was reduc'd to an Anarchy. It had afterwards twelve 
Kings; but foon after Pfammnticus, having driven out the reft, 
made himfelf Mafter not only of all Egypt, butalfo of part of 
Afia. His Son Nechaon was by Nebuchadneszar deprived of 
what he poflefs’d out of Egypt; and Cambyfes pcflefied himfelf 
of Egypt the fourth Year ot his Reign. After that time the 
Egyptians became fubjeGt to the Perfian Monarchy. Isaarus the 
Son of Pfammis, the lalt Egyptian King, fltook off the Yoak of 
Artaxerxes ; he had fome Succeffors: Nefanebus the laft was 
intirely divefted of his Kingdom, the 18th Year of his Reign, 
by Artaxerxes Ochus, and Egypt was fubjeCted to the Perfians in 
the Year 1865, after the Foundation of that Monarchy by Mezes, 
of the Julian Period 4370, and before FC. 344. 

’ Our Author proceeds afterwards to the Chronology of the 
Babylonian, <Affyrian, Median and Perfian Monarchies. The 
Holy Scriptures clearly teach us the Original of the Affyrians and 
Babylonians. Babylon took its rife from the Tower ot Babe/, and 
the Affyrians {prung from Afbar the Son of Shem. Nimred the 
Son ot Cham, Brother of Shem, is the firft Conqueror. The 
Cities of his Kingdom were Babylon, Arach, and Culneh in the 
Land of Shinar, near Babylon, along the Tyeris. Ashur planted 
himfelf in Affyri2, and there built four Cities, Nineveh, Robo. 
bolts, Calats and Rezen. After him all the Countries which had 
been fubjeét to his Government were divided into feveral fmal! 
Kingdoms; and in Abrabam’s time there were many Kings in 
Afia. The Affyrian Monarchy was founded by Aizus, who con- 
quered almoit all Af. All Hiftorians agrec in this, but they 
differ both about the Commencement of his Reigv, and the 
Continuance of the Affvrian ivionarchy. Africanus and Bufedr- 
us put both the Chaldean and Arabian Wings before him for the 
{pace of 440 Years. Uhe greateft part of Hi®erians and Chro 
nologers, after Cre/ius, make the Aflyrian ‘mpire to continue 
from Ninus to Sardanapalus, for three or four hundred Years, 
Crefias hath left us a Lift of the Names of thole Kings. Our 
Author proves it to be unwattantable, and confuces the Chrono- 
logy of Cteftas by very plaufible Reafons, that he may fall in 
with that of ferodotus, wnich Dionyfius Sdalicarnaljenfis, Ap- 
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pian of Alexandra and Plutarch follow. He prefers the Sentiment: 
of thofé judicious Hiftorians to a Croud of Authors who haye 
blindly followed Crefias. 

He difagrees alfo with Crefias about the Duration of the Reign 
of the Aledes, which, according to this Author, held 350 Years 
after the Deftru€tion of Nieveb and the Affyriax Monarchy. He 
fhews by uncontrovertible Teftimonies of Sacred Scripture, as 
well as by thofe of Human Writers, that the Afyriaz Monarchy 
did never flourifh more, and Nimeveb was never more rich and 
powerful, than at the time wherein tis fuppofed upon this Hypo- 
thefis that. the Monarchy of the Medes was eftablifh’d over a}j 
Affyria. 

A gives us a certain Series of the Kings of Nineveb and Baby. 
Jon, whofe Kingdoms were reunited in the Perfon of Affar-adon, 
Son of Sennacherib. He fhews, that after the Death of this Prince 
the Medes threw off the Affyrian Yoak. Dejoces laid the Founda. 
tion of this Monarchy of the Aledes. <Affyages was the fourth 
and laft King. During this Time Nebuchadnezzar, Son of Nabo- 
polaffer, King of Babylon, together with Cyaxares, entirely de- 


ftroy’d the Affyrien Empire, ruin’d Nineveb, and fore’d Sardana- 


palus, the lalt King, to make away with himfelf. Our Author 
believes that Evi/merodach, the Son of Nebuchadnezzar, is that 
Balthafar in Daniel, and that Nabenides; the laft Babylonian King, 
and Darius the Mede, are the fame; this laft having been con- 
uered by Cyrus, the general Monarchy of Afia fell to the Per- 
im. The Chronology of the Perfian Kings, from Gres to 
Alexander, is not dubious. Our Author places the beginning of 
the Reign of Muizus in the Year 3540 of the Fulian Period, the 
Deftruétion of Nineveb under Sardanapalus in the 4118 of the 
fame Period; fo that according to him the Affyrian Monarchy 
continu’d but 578 Years. Dejoces begin to eftablifh the King- 
dom of the Medes*the gooqth Year of the fame Period, and 
Aftyages was difpoflef$d of this Kingdom by Cyrus in the Year 
4155; fo that this Empire continu’d but 150 Years, as Herodotus 
fays. Nabonides had been defeated by Gyvas in the Year 4176 of 
the fame Period, and ’tis there that the Perfian Monarchy com- 
mences, which continu’d to the Year 4383, vis. 207 Years. 
The Grecians wrote their Hiftory much later than the Eaftern 


Nations, and began not to make ufe of Chronology till a long 


time after; the ancienteft Writings among them were the Laws 


ef Draco, which were made about the 39th Olympiad, and a 
omy 
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moft ancient Greek Hiftorians reach but few Years higher than 
the Expedition of the Perfians into Grecce. Their filt Hiftory 
is extreamly confus’d and fill’d with Fables. This fabulous Time 
reaches to the firft Olympiad, as Varro will have it, and to rhe 
War of Troy, according to Diedorus. There’s nothing, as Plure 
fays, more ancient in Greece than Inachas and Phoroneus, Kings 


C 


of Argos. However Paufanias, Caftor, Africanus and Exfebius 
give us a Lift of 26 Kings of Sicyer which go much higher. Bur 
tis to be doubted whether there was really al! thofé Kings, anc 
whether the Kingdom is fo ancient, and continu’d fo long as thofe 
Authors fay. Many Conje&tures are brought to prove that thofe 
Sicyonian Kings are imaginary. A gialius, whorn they mzke the 
firft King of the S:cyonians, and fo anciert, was brother of Pho- 
roneus. Sicyon, who’tis pretended gave Name to the City Sicy- 
on, was the Son of Pe/ops, and did not reign in Sicyon till a long 
time after Pelops was King of Argos. Inihe time of the Trojan 
War Sicyon was under the Dominion of the Alycexiuns, and had 
no King. Thefe Conje€tures, together with fome others, per- 
fuade our Author, contrary to the common Opinion of Chronoilo- 
gers, that this long Succeflion of the Szcyom:zm Kings, as well as 
the Antiquity and Duration of the Kingdom, is very doubrfal. 

"Tis not fo with the Kingdom of the Argives and Mycenians, 
their Epocha is certain. Phoroneus, the Son of Inachus, began 
to reign at Argos the 2872d Year of the Italian Period, and this 
Kingdom continu’d about 400 Years, till Stbenelus. Danaus {uc- 
ceeded Sthenelus, whofe Reign and thofe of his Succeffors held 
192 Years. After Acrinius, the iaft of the Danaides, the King 
dom of the Avgives fell to the Mycenians, alter which Time the 
Pofterity of Pe/ops were Kings of Argos and Myceae. Authors re- 
late differently the Succeffion of thofe Kings, we have thofe Dif- 
ferences in the Table, which inform us, that this Monarchy con- 
tinu’d upwards of 700 Years, from Inachus to Oreties. 

The Deluge of Ogyges is the moft ancient Epocha of the Grec:- 
an Hiftory, Acu/ilaus writes that it happen’d 1020 Years before 
the firft Olympiad, which they place in the 3938th Year of the 
Fulian Period, and confequently the Deluge cf Ozyces mutt be 


‘ 
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fixed in the 2918th Year of the Fu/san Period, 1796 Years belore 


the /Era of F.C. Geyges was King not only of eves, but alt. 
of Attica. 

The Artick FFra, or the beginning of the Reign oi the Arhen:. 
ans, of whom Cecrops was the firft King, iscertain, by the Chro 


~ta 
re 


Noon nolo. 























656 Che Uiozks of the Le A ‘or ED, 


ological Infcriptions of the Marbles found at Paros, which ar. 
Commonly quoted by the Name of the Arwnde/ Marbles; for the 
Author of this Chronology ending at the Yeat in which Dice neti 
was Archon of Athens, which is the 4450th or 445 rft of the Fy. 
han Perio’, and counting 1318 Years trom the beginning ot the 
Reign of Cecrops to this Year, this King mutt have began to reign 
in the Year 3132 of the Fulian Period, and 1582 before 7.6 
Lufebius agrees with thefe Marbles in the Space of Time from 
Cecrops to the taking of roy, but cuts oft from the Time be- 
tween the taking of Trey and the farft Olympiad 26 Yeats. Guay 
Author follows exatly the Arunde/ Marbles, according to which 
he reckons the Succeffion of the Athenian Kings, and the Length 
of their Reign from Ceerops to Codrus , he places the Expedition 
of the Argozautes about the.goth Year of the Reign of gens, 
the 3446th Year of the ‘fulian Period, 59. Years before the ta- 
king of Troy, and about 20 Years before the Rape of He/eze, 
The Wars of Thebes and Troy are famous Epocha’s among the 
Grecians, the latter is fixed by the Arundel Marbles in the Year 
365 of the Arrick Fira’s, the 15th of the Reign of Mexefiheus. 
which is the 3496th of the Fu/ian Period, 1218 Years before 
¥. C. Troy was taken the Tenth Year of this Was, which is the 
3505th of the Fu/ian Period,;:and 1209 before 7. C. 26 Years 


* before the Time that Exfebias places it. The War of Thebes, ac- 


cording to Thrafyllus, an ancient Chronologer, mention’d by 
Clemens Alexandrinus, began the 37th Year before that of Tray, 
the Year of the Fuliam Period 3468. There was a fecond War 
of Thebes Ten Years after, the 3477th Year of i len Peri- 
od. Fhe Epocha of the Deftru€tion of the I7oj2n. Monarchy be- 
ing fixed in the Year 3505.0f the Fulian Period, *tis eafy to af: 
cend to the Rife of it, reckoning up the Years of Priamzs, and 
the Kings who preceded him, to Feucer and Dardanus, the 
Length of their Reigns is 296 Years; wherefore the Kingdom of 
“Evoy began the 3209th Year of the Julian Period, 1505 Years 
before 7. C. | 
The moft celebrated Epocha amongft the Grecians is that of 
the Olympiads, tho’ it be not the moft ancient, for Po/ybius is 
the firft Hiftorian who made ufe of it. The Epocha of the vulgas 
Olympiads begins at the 28th, in which Chorebus the E/cait was 
Viétor, which they reckon the firft; it was in the 807th Year of 
the Artich ra, 3938th of the. Fulian Period, 774 Years before 
FG 
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Eurotas and Lacedemon reign’d in Laconia the 67th Year of the 
Artick Hira, which is the 31 98th of the Fu/ian Petiod, 1516 be- 
fore J. C. The Pofterity of Lecedemon reign’d in Sparta tor 386, 
after which the Heraclides, (or Progeny of Hercules) became 
Matters of Peloponefus 80 Years after the War of Lroy: Ariffo. 
demus reign’d in Lacedemon, and left (after him) two Sons, Twins, 
Furifthenus and Procles, who made Two Succeflions ot Laced. 
monian Kings. Our Author gives a Lift of thofe Kings, and the 
Years of their Reigns. He gave us aifo that of the Meffenzar, 
Arcadian, Corinthian, Lydian and Macedonian Kings. He menti- 
ons feveral of the Grecian Colonies, and at laft gives an exagt 
Table of all the dtbcman Archons. The Limits of this Journal 
won't fuffer us to enter upon a larger Detail on this Subje&t. 

We fhall only add what refpeéts the Phenicians , Tyrians and 
Sidomians. The Phenicians boaft of great Antiquity, ’tis certain 
they are the firft who pradtis'd the Art of Navigation, and that 
they fent a vaft Number of Colonies into different Countries. 
The Sidomians defcended fiom Srdon,Son of Chanaan,jand are mors 
ancient than the I)jrians ;, there is mention made of them in the 
Books cf Mofes, Fofhua and Fudges, when there is nothing faid 
of Tyre in Sacred Hiftory till after the Reign of David. The Ci- 
ty Tyre was not built till the Sidoxians, compell’d by the Kings 
of the Afcalonites, landed in Veflels at the Place where the anci 
ent City Tyre ftood, fome Years before the taking ot Troy, 240 
Years before the building of the Temple of Ferufalem, vis. the 
34.66th Year of the Fu/ian Period, 1248 Years betore F.C. The 
Succeflion of the Kings of Tyre is unknown to us, till after the 
Death of Adibalus, who fucceeded his Father Hiram, the 33d 
Year of the Reign of David. Carthage was founded by Dido the 
3832d Year of the Fu/en Period, $82 Years before 7 C All 
thefe Epocha’s are weil prov’d, and the Length of the Reigns 
of the Tyrizn Kings from Adibulas well traced under Itbobal the 
Second, Nebachadnezzar having taken the ancient City Tyre, the 
Dyrians retir'd into an Mle, where they built a new City, and 
were governd by Kings feat from Babylon, or by Prictts, till the 
Time that this City was taken by Alexander. Our Author iinifhes 
thofe Chronological Differtations with a general Table, in which 
are defcrib’d the Epocha’s of the beginaings ard endings of km- 
Pires, Kingdoms and Nations, and the principal Hiftorical Events 
from the Deluge to the Reign of sd/exander the Great. 
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Reeueit @ Hiftoires Edifantes, ec. 2.6€. A Collection of Hiftories 
ufeful for the Perufal of young People of Quality. Printeg 
at Paris, 1706, in 12% Page 291. 


Ankind, and efpecially young People, being naturally in. 
M. clined to be led by Imitation, it feems one of the bef? 
Methods to inftru€t them profitably in the moft effgntial Duties 
of Morality, when good Examples only are prefented to thei; 
view, and their Imagination and Memory are ftored with Hifto- 
rical Paffages, which reprefent the practice of Virtue, accompa- 
nied with all the Circumftances proper to fet it off, and every 
where receiving its juft Reward. This Method of inftruGting 
by Example, and which, by this commendable Artifice, removes 
that Drynefs which is apt to render Precepts alone diftaftful, 
has been always made nie of with fuccefs ; and the advantage 
which has at all times been reap’d by it, was, no doubr, the 
principal Motive of publifhing this Book, thefubftance of which 
we are now to exhibit. °Tis a pofthumous Work of M. Duché, 
of the Royal Academy of Infcriptions and Medals, famed like- 
wife for his Abilities in Dramatic Poetry; a Talent which he 
had in a manner confecrated, by applying it to Subjects taken 
from facred Scripfure,, whence he compofed fome Plays, which 
will do more honour to his Memory, than many of the common 
fort of Opera’s. 

The Hiftories contain’d in this Colle€tion, which are Eleven 
in number, will be the more pledfing to young Perfons,for whofe 
Inftru€tion they are defign’d, becaufe he has taken care that the 
fuirablenefs of the Story, and the finenefs of the Stile, might re- 
commend the Solidiry and Importance of the Maxims which he 
defigns to inculcate. He introduces Perfons of different Ages 
and Countries, Fews, Grecians, Italians, Portuguese, Englift- 


_gnen, Polanders ; fome he brings.as far as China and America. 


Some of thefe A€tors are well known, and others lefs, waich 
fo much the more excites the Curiofity of the Reader, who 1s 
impatient to know what befel them. The Chara€ters of thole 
who aét the principal Parts, are fet forth in lively and natural 
Colours, which reprefent them with Lineaments moft propet a 
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exprefs what ought to render them worthy of Eteem or Con. 
tempt. 

1, The firft of thefe Hiftories is that of 7adi#h, which, tou 
the Words of an Interpreter of the Book from whence ’tis ta- 
ken, informs us ina fenfible and convincing manner, “ That all 
“ the Power of Men comes from Ged alone; that ’tis ridiculous 
“ and foolifh to boaft of ir, fince he can diveft whom he pleafes 
“ of it, when the Perfon leaft thinks of it, and feens moft For- 
midable ; that the Fear of the Lord is the only Support of a 
State ; and that a Woman as weak as Faudith, when tiled with 
“ the Spirit of God, is able to overthrow the moft puiflant Ar. 
* mies. Our Author follows the Text ftep by ftep, and inter 
mixes fome pertinent Reflexions, borrow’d from the piousCom- 
mentator juft now quoted. 

2. The Hiftory of Fudith is follow’d by that of Arhenais, 
Wife to the Emperor Theods/ius the younger ; by which we 
clearly perceive of what importance it is, for a Woman, con- 
{cious of her Innocency, not to think herfelf above Sufpicion ; 
never rafhly to be carelefs of thofe things which may occafion 
it; and to be firmly perfuaded, that the moft dangerous Faults 
fhe can be guilty of, when fhe has had the Imprudence to ex- 
pofe herfelf to the risk of being fufpe€ted, is to attempt the con- 
cealment of her Indifcretion by a Lye. This Princefs was the 
Daughter of Leontius, an Athenian Philofopher, whom M. Daché . 
calls Leontin. Her Father, who imparted to her all thar Know- 
ledge, which he had acquir’d by the long courie of his Studies, 
and who, by the pains he took in her kducation, had ren- 
der’d her at the Age of fourteen Years a Prodigy of Learning 
and Virtue, thought her fufficiently provided for by thefe rare 
Endowments, fo that he might deprive her of a Portion cf his 
Inheritance, without doing her any Wrong; and accordingly, 
when he died, left her but 100 Pieces of Gold, fetling by Will 
the reft of his E{tate upon his two Sons. Ashenais tound herfelf 
by this means obliged to quit her Father’s Houle, (of which hes 
two Brothers, who were very punctual to execute the laft Will 
of the deceafed, took pofitflion) and dwelt with an Athenian 
Gentlewoman, with whom fhe continued two Years. Pesdlinas, 
a Favourite of Theodofius the younger, and a particular Acquain- 
tance of Leontius, being suformed in a Voyage he made to Arbens, 
of the unjuft Proceedings of the Brothers cf Athenais, ofter’d 
this Damfel to ufe what Intcreft he had to obtain Juftice Sy hez 
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from the Emperor, which fhe could not get from her own Rejy 
tions. She went her felf foon after to Conffantinople, and wis 
introduced to Pulcheriz, Sifter to Uheodofizs, whom the fo chs; 
med with her Air, Wit and Beauty, that fhe was admitted to the 
clofeft Intimacy with this Princefs, and fhard with her ali the 
Authority of publick Affairs in the Government. 

A Favour fo little expe€&ted, did not blind Arherxais ; and ovy 
Author defcribes her in thefe Words’; “ In the midft of this ele. 
“* vated Fortune, fhe was, fays he, eafie of accels to every body - 
“ the Croud, which continually furrounded her, never feem’d to 
“ weary her; fhe patiently heard all thofe who bege’d her Af. 
© ftance , but in the Addrefs which every one made to her, {he 
“ knew how to diflinguifh Flattery trom difinterefied Praifes 
* fhe could diftinguifh her true Friends amidft a multitude of 
‘© Courilers, who only paid their Refpetts to her Fortune; Flat- 
“ ¢erers were never in credit with her; fhe was never putfed up 
‘© with vain Pride; the Poor efpecially and Opprefféd found 
‘* her a certain Refuge; and in all the Services fhe did them, iu 
“© all che Succours fhe procured for them, that Offentation and 
Haughtinefs was never obferv’d in her which fo often attend 
the conferring of Favours, and fullies itsGlory. As nothing 
was wanting in Arhenazrs but her being a Chriftian, Pa/cheria took 
care to have her inftru€ted and baptized by Artieus, Patriarch of 
Conftantinople, who gave her the Name of Exdocia, (and not 
Fudoxia, as our Author calls her) and this Princefs knew how to 
procure her fo far the gocd Efteem of Theodofius, that he 
thought fit tomarry her. And here, by the way, we fhall take 
netice, that he had by her one Daughter, named Exdoxiz, who 
was married to the Emperor Valentinian WI. and *tis in all ap: 
pearance the likenefsS of thofe two Names which occaliou’d out 
Author’s miftaking the one for the other. 

Eudocia being made Emprefs, always preferv’d a particular 
Efteem for Paulinus ; but the too great Friend{hip between them, 
founded only upon the fcore of her Obligations to him, and a 
Correfpondence in Arts and Learning, gave occafion to {ome m1- 
licious Courtiers, to endeavour to render her Fidelity ‘‘peCted 
by the Emperor. She had afterwards the Misfortune to {ireng- 
then thofe Sufpicions by an imprudent A&t, which loft ler the 
Affe&tions of Theodofius ; and that which in it felf was but a 
Trifle, was aggravated to a real Crime by its Circumitances. 


The Fa& was this: A certain Perfon had prefented the —. 
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with an Apple of a furprizing Greatnef$ and Beauty ; the Prince 
fent it as a Rarity to Bvdoeia, and fhe prefently caufed it to be 
earried to Paulinus, with a charge not to tell him from whem 
the Gifs came. Pusa/inus foon atter pretented this Apple to the 
Einperor, thinking toshew him fomethirg new and uncommon. 
Pheodvjizs took no notice of what he knew in the matter, and 
comtng into the Apartment of Eudocia, asked her, what was be. 
come oi the Apple? Budociz, fearing the Emperor would be 
difpiciied fhe had difpofed of it to Paulinus, anfwer’d, Thar 
not ob '22 able to withliand the Temptation of tying whether 
the goodnefs of the Fruit was anfwerable to its beauty, fhe had 
had the Indifcretion to eat it; and rhe Emperor feigning not to 
believe it, fhe omitted nothing which might give her Lye the 
eolour of Truth. The Emperor then fhew’d his Refentment ; 
and aiter having produced the Apple, commanded Paw/ixus to 
be put to death ; and took fo great an Avesfion for Evdocia, 
that this Princefs, banifh’d for ever from the Prefence of her 
Husband, was forced to get leave of him to retire to Ferufulem, 
where fhe built fome Churches, and pafs’d the remaining part of 
her Life, 

Some Hiftorians accufe her of Ingratitude to Puscherta, her 
preat Benefattrefs ; and affert, that after fhe became Wite to 
Theodofius, fhe prevail’d with him by Counftls and Entreaties 
to take from her Sifter-in-Law all concern in Publick Affairs, 
and to fend her away from Court. But it muti be fuppos’d, 
that M, Duché, who tells us the quite contrary, has not without 

ood reafon contradiéted the Teltimony of Hiftorians on this 

Oint, no more than when they fay that Atbenais was conducted 
to Conflantinople by her Mother-in-Law, who had taken her un- 
der her Proteétion after the death of Leoxtius, and fome other 
Circumftances, in which our Author docs not agree with 
them. 

3. The third Hiftory of this Colle€tion isa very notable Ad- 
venture of an Ita/ian Gentleman, named Twre//1, who dwelt at 
Pavia, and lived in the time when the Croifado was fet on foot 
under the Emperor Frederic Barbaroff2, This Gentleman, who 
was very Hofpitable to Strangers, received into his Houfe, and 
entertained, not knowing it, Saladin, Sultan of Egypt, who in 
the difguife of a Gyprien Merchant, and with a {mall Retinue, 
travell’d over part of Europe, to infurm himfelf of the Prepara- 
tions which the Chriftians were making for the Croifado, Some 
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time after Ture//i embarked with thefe of the Croifado, carry. 
ing with him a Ring which his Wife had given him at partins 
who kept another by her exactly like it. He was involyed = 
the ill fuccefS of that Expedition, fell into the hands of the 


Sultan, and was prefented to this Prince as an excellent Game. 


fter, eminently qualified for the management of his Birds of prey 
Saladin prefently remembred him to have been his BenefaSos 
and difcovering himfelf to him, conferr’d on him both Honouss 
and Riches, and kept him at his Court fome Years; atter which, 
overcome by the Entreaties of his Prifoner, who could not beat 
to live any longer abfent from his Country and Family, fey: 
him to Jralyin a Veffel equipp’d on purpofe for him, and laden 
with rich Prefents. ‘Iure// being returned to his own Country, 
underftood that upon a Rumour which had been {pread abroad 


* 
fenr 


_ of his Death, his Wife’s Relations had mightily folicited hey to 


marry again. He arrived at Pavia the fame day that in appear- 
ance was defign’d for the Wedding, but which the fuppofed Wi- 
dow had pitch’d upon, wherein to make a folemn Declaration 
of her defign to enter into a Convent. He was introduc’d Ixcop- 
nito into the Hall where the Feaft was, in a Levent Drefi, to- 
gether with his Attendants. He fate at theTable with the Guefts ; 
and when they had done eating, difcover’d himfelf to his Wife, 
by prefenting her a GlafS of Wine, into which he had dextroufly 
flipt the Ring which fhe had given him at his departure; and 
a by this unexpected Return, the whole Family became 
ealie. 
4. The Hiftories which follow, are neither lefs agreeable, not 
lefs profitable. The fourth gives an account of a Neapolitan 
Lord, who defpairing ever to equalize the Charity of a holy Man 
that lived at Geneva, whom he had propos’d for his Pattern, 
and whofe Fame brought him daily fomething extraordinary, he 
gave himfelf up to the Envy and Shame occafion’d by his vain 
Efforts to equalize that Man, by which he was moved to a cruel 
Refolution of affaffinating that Perfon, who by a too bright 
Virtue was become the Objeé of his Malice and Hatred. Com- 
ing to Geneva, by chance he addrefles himfelf to his own Rival ; 
and taking him for one of the Domefticks of that Perfon whole 
Deftrution he had fwore, trufted him with his Defign, thought 
he had drawn him into his Intereft, by a Prefent of 100 Ducats, 
and took from him all neceffary Informations to furprize at a0 
advantage, him whofe Death he intended, that he might not 
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fail inthe Attempt. The Genxevan, fully trufting to the Mercy 
of the Lord, who, when it pleafes him, changes the molt hard- 
ned Sinner, met exactly at the Place appointed, to hazard there 
his own Perfon. The Neapo:stan, wien at the point cf {tabbing 
him, perceived, with aftonifhment, that ‘twas the fume Perfon 


whom the night before he had taken for the Domeftick of thi. 


Genevan Gentleman; who there difcover’d him‘elf to his Ene 
my ; and after he had return’d him his ico Ducats, with the 
addition of 400 more, and direfted him a way by which he 
might efcape with fafety, icit him to his difcretion. Thefe Cis 

cumftances produced fuch a change in the Mind of the Neapol, 

tan, that, pierced with Sorrow, and loaded with Kindneffis trom 
him whom he had always efteem’d as a troublefom Rival in his 
courfe of good Works, he refolv’d to return to him, and endea- 
vour to expiate his Crime, by a fiacere confeflion of it, and pub- 
lic Repentance, which accordingly he did. ; 

. M. Dache, in the fifth Hiltory, fers before us an Example 
of admirable Conftancy, by facrificing the moft flattering Expe€ta- 
tions, to the Duties of Chriftianity, in a young Venetiin Gentle 
woman, who after having, together with her Father, courage- 
geoufly defended the Capital City of the IMland of Negroponte, 
again{t divers Affaults of the Army of Mcbomer the Second, who 
notwithftanding this vigorous Refiftance, became Matter of ir at 
laft, did with no lefs Refolution fuftain the Affault of the Sultan 
himfelf, when he attempted the Chaftity and Religion of his 
Prifoner by the moft alluring Promifes; and chofe rather to 
lofe her Life, than expofe her Vertue to the leaft Blemifh. 

6. The following Hiftory is that of Fae, Infanta of Portuzz/, 
Daughter of A/phonfus the Fitth, taken from the Hiftorian dz- 
tony Vafconcellos. The Integrity of this Princefs is remarkable 
in following the-Conduét of Grace (fays cur Author ) which 
called her to a Monaftic Life. We fee her generoufly refufe 
temporal Crowns, which were offerd her, and all the Advan- 
tages of Fortune, to confecrate herfelf entirely to the Service of 
God, and to die the Death of the Saints: While, on the other 
hand, a young Lady is brought upon the Stage, educated with 
the Infanta, who afted a very different Parr: Little influenced 
by the pious Inftru€tions of fo wife a Miltrefs, and intoxicated 
with the love of the World, adding Hypocrific to the rcit of her 
Wickednefs, fhe makes an attempt upon the Life of the Intanta, 
who obferv’d very narrowly her irregular Behaviour, and endea- 
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vouring, after fo foul an A€tion, to efcape by Sea, accompanies 
with her Gallant, they were both taken bya Pyrate. She fa 
him perifh in his Chains, embraced “labumetanifm, and married 
the fame Corfair, who foon after caufed her to be ftrangled. on 
{ufpicion of being concerned in a Confpiracy form’d againtt hin 
by his Siaves. 

3. The Hiftory of Sir Thomas More, Chancellor of Exelond 
is too well known to be related here. Mott Perfons have beard 
that this Great Man, farnous for his publick Services for turty 
Years, was beheaded at London, after a iong Imprifonment, tor 
violently oppofing the Reformation of the Exg/ifh Church, be. 
ean by Heary VIII. and openly condemning the Marriage of thar 
Prince with Anz of Bullen. Margaret More, Daughter to the 
Chancellor, putchafed her Father’s Head of the Executioner, 
who had expofed it with Ignominy upon London. 5ridze, and 
fhould afterwards have thrown it into the Thames. She put it 
into a rich Coffer, and kept it by her. There were not want. 
ing thofe who accufed her of this to the Parliament, as Like. 
wifs for referving fome Books and particular Writings of this 
Great Man. But fhe eafily vindicated herfeif as to both thee 
Accufarions, without having recourfe to a fhameful denial of 
the Faéts; agd notwithftanding alf the efforts of her Enemies, 
the Judges clear’d her, admiring her Courage and Affection to her 
Father ; and fhe paffed the reft of her days in the conftant exer- 
cife of Devotion, fupporting all fuch as had been reduced ty : 
Poverty by Perfecution, fays our Author. 

8. The chequerd Fortune of Catherine, Daughter of Sigi/- 
mund the firft King of Poland, makesthe eighth Hiftory. This 
Princefs, having married Fobn Duke of Finland, Brother of 
Henry or Eric the Fourth, King of Sweden, confined herfelf 
voluntarily to the Prifon, where her Husband, deprived of his 
Peficflions, was kept by the Tyranny and unjuft Sufpicions of the 
King his Brother. She fpent feven whole Years there, otien 
wanting the moft neceflary things, and was brought to Bed in 
Prfon of three Children, whom {fhe was obliged to nurfe her. 
tcif} having nobody to look after her. Being at laft treed from 
tais Slavery by the ne-eltablifhment of the Duke, fhe found her- 
ielf threatned with new Misfortunes, by divers Attempts which 
were made upon the Life of her Husband ; when on a fudder 
on unforefsen Revolution rais’d them both to the Crown «© 

| Satie 














for Movember, 1707. 650 


Swede, by the Depofition of the Tyzant, who dled after ter 
Years imprifonment. 

9. The next entertains us with the Adventures of a Greciuy 
Lady of the Ile Zerigo, who lived in the Time of Se/vmus, the 
firft Emperor of the Turks. Being lett a Widow with two Sons 
and a Daughter, fhe and het whole Family fell into the h. inds 
of Uchiali King of Algier, who ag time after duperted them, 
felling thei to feveral Merchants. The Mother, after fourteen 
Years Slavery, fometimes in <n and fometimes in wor “ Cie 
cumf{tances, which by turns proved ¢ the Conftancy of her Fair 
was at laft fold again by her Mafter to another A/gereen ys 
chant, who madz a Prefént of her to his Wits, to ferve as a Go- 
vernefS to a younz Daughter fhe had. The new Slave, con 
trary to all expectation, found the Merchant’s Wite to be her 
own Daughter; who not having fogor the good Inftru€tions o: 

t Mother, was ftill a Chril tian in her Heart. The y concert 
pete the a a way toefcape; and Fortune ofter'd them | 
Upportunity for it, by meeting with a young Chrittian Slave, 
whom they faw from their Window, that lock’d towards the 
Bagnio’s, where thefe unhappy Perfons were kept, and whon 
they judged, by his pious .Deportment, tit to be admitted as 
their Contident. The execution of their Dehign could not fui 
into better hands; for the Mother difc werd by certgin Mar! 
that this young Man was one of her Sons, who had been ss 
rated from her ta the beginning of her Captivity. She furnithss 
therefore this Son of hers with a futticient Sum of Moncey. He 
redeems himfelt and two of his Neapo/itan Companions, goes 
to Naples to furnith himfelf with a Ship; meets there, when he 
icaft expected it, his Brother, who was a Slave on Board the 
Viceroys Fleet ; — with him to ddgier 5 carrres off his Mo- 
ther and Sitter, ho before his retucn had loft her Husband. 
and jut upon ie point of being furcec to marry the Cadi, OF 
Judge, whom the had put off for fome time bh y fair Words and. 
Money ; and at lait they all happily arrived togeter at Rose 
Our Popith Author obferves, in the Series of the Story, that 
thefe profperous Succefles were the effects of this G, colin 
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dy’s Devotion to the Virgin Alary, in a {fhe had caretully 
€ducated her Children from their Inf oe, sibenns 
10. The Zeal and Charicy of | the Chriitians of the New Word 

) 


: t . i ary 

sv which 1s nere related Or TWO 
h 
ie 


appears very eminent, inthe Hiftory which 1 
e other an Huron, 


j 
oh 


Americans, one of them an Algonzuin, and t 


UO 0 oO U “ V $):02 

















.? 7 _ - res — ine —_— ie ee ee > 
om ie ESET aE bearer eS e ti mt le wen? atten as Soa 
° = “ : ae wba 
oo Se Nota tetas Saale 


660 @he Woks of the Learnen; 


which is taken from the Lerters of the MiMfionaries, who wers 
Witneffes of it. Thefe two Savages, great Sorcerers by Profe(t 
on, and both Heads of Families, coming to Quebec to be inftrys 
ed in the Chriftian Religion, returu’d home again quite differently 
affefted. The Algonquin gave Proof ofa true Converfion, by t2. 
king feveral Journies to bring his Countrymen to the Knowledge 
of Jefus Chrift. The Huron on the contrary return’d to his old 
Trade o£ Conjuring, and entertain’d fuch a mortal Hatred to the 
Chriftians, that he cry’d them down, as a pernicious fort of Per. 
fons. Being inform’d. thata Jefuir, followd by the Algenjuin, 
was going upon a Miflion toa neighbouring Nation, he refoly’d 
to oppofe them to the utmoft of his Power, and ruin both of them, 
To this end he waited for their Return, accompany’d with fome 
Hurons as profligate as himfelf, and lighting upon the A/eonguin 
{truck him to the Ground with the Blow of a Hatchet, but at the 
{ame time receiv’d feveral Wounds himfelf from the Huroxs, who 
hated him, and left him for dead; however ’twas not fo, tor be- 
ing come to himfelf he cry’d out for Help, fignify’d his Repen- 
tance and defir’d Baptifm ;. the A/gonguin hearing him, crawl’d 
near him wounded as he was, and after he had embrac’d him bap- 
tizd him, fees him expire a few Moments after, and dy’d him- 
felf of his Wounds within a Month, leaving behind him a good 
Reputation for his Piety. 

11. The laft Hiftoty of this Colle&tion informs us how rigor: 
oufly the Law which enjoyns Children to reverence their Parents 
is obferv’d in China. A Citizen of Nankin, abetted by his Wife, 
reproach’d and violently thruft out of Doors their Mother in Lary, 
whom they both flighted after fhe had made Profeffion of Chrifti- 
anity. Upon Complaints of the Mother, both Criminals are im- 
prifon'd, the Procef$ taken out againft them is brought to the 
Court at Pekin, who judging the Affair of too great Importance 
to be decided there, they fend it to the Emperor, who was then 
in Tartary; this Prince, inform’d of the Fa&, cries out openly, 
» God of Heaven, what have I been guilty of, to have the Mis- 
,, fortune to fee in my Reign a Child difobedient to Parents? He 
calls a Council, and iffues forth a Proclamation, whereby he or- 
ders all the Houfes-of the Chimeeze, both in City and Country, 
to be demolifh’d and burnt; that all his Lands fhould be laid 
wafte ; that a Pyramid fhould be ere€ted upon the place where 
his Houfe {tood at Naxkin, to inform Pofterity both of his Ruin 


and Punifhment ; he gave the Mother three times the Value of 
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her Childrens Eftate, and condemn’d them to be burnt; al the 
Articles but the laft were executed without Mercy, the Emperor 
condefcending at the Inftances of the Miflionaries, follicired to 
it by the Mother, to {pare the Lives of the two Criminals, who 
embrac’d the Chriftian Religion, and had their Punifhment of 
Death chang’d into that of perpetual Banifhment. 
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L’Hiftoire & la Religion des Puifs, &c. The Hiftory and Rel 
ion of the Fews, from Fe/us Chriff to the prefent Time; 
defign'd as a Supplement and Coutinuation of the Hiftory of 
Fofephus. By Mr. Ba/nage, Printed at Rotterdim for Reinier 
Leers, 1707.in 12. 5 Vol. Tom. 1. and 2. Pag. 1132. Tom. 


3, 4, and 5. p. 2174. 


M R. Bafnage, in writing the Hiftory of the Fews, has not 
YA confined himfelf toa bare Account of the Deltruétion 
and Difperfion of that People; his defign is to give us a com- 
pleat Idea of Fudaifm, by diftinguifhing their different Seéts, 
explaining their Doétrines, and recounting their Kites and Cere- 
monies. By the Extra, publifh’d in the 30th Parvs Journal of 
this Year, in which an Account was given of the firft, fixth and 
feventh Book of this Work, one may perceive with what care 
and exa€tnefs our Author hath perform’d the firft part of his De. 
fign. We fhall find him no lefs careful and exact to fatisfy the 
Curiofity of the Reader in the fecond; which we are now about 
to fhew, by an exa&t Summary of the other four Books that re. 


main to be confider'd, vrs. the 2d, 3d, 4th and sth. * 
1, Our Author propofes in the fecond Book to give the Hifto- 


ty of the Fewi/h Sefts, which were in Chrys Time, and at the 
Deftru&tion of Ferz/alem , to fearch into their Original, and 
their Tenets; to trace their various Progréfs, and defcribe their 
prefent State. Thefe ditterent Sefts are thote of the Samaritans 
Sadduces, Caraites, Pharifees, Effenes and Herodtans ; of each 


which we fhall fpeak particularly. 
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* The 30th Paris Journal of 1707, having mifcarried, we could not give 
an account of it now, but fhall (God walling) afterwards. 
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1. The Ten Tribes, who feparated themafelves from the reft of 
the Fews, under the Condu&t of Feroboam, were called Samay), 
tans, from Simaria, thc chief City of thofe Scifmaticks. The 


. 


new King, to engage his Subjetts the more to him, forbid them 
to go up to Ferufalem to Sacrifice. He erefted Altars, upon 
which they might more conveniently perform that Service; and 
appointed new Prielts in the room of the Levites, who had 
withdrawn themielves. It appears that God did not wholly 
abandon that pare of the Nation, fince he rais’d up many Pro. 
phets in it, fuch as Eas, Elifha, Hofea, Amos, &c. This frit 
Period of the Samaritan Schifm is too well Known to be infittes 
upon. Shalmanefer having taken Samaria, carried the Ten Tribes 
into Chaldea, and fent a number of Cutheans to repeople the 
Couniry, which was become defolate by the removal of its In- 
habitants. This fifi Colony was foon followed by a fecond, 
fent by Affarbadden ,; and from the mixture of thefe new Comers, 
with the remains of the Ten Tribes, whofe Religion they | 
pare embrac’d, a new Body of Samaritans was compofed, woul 
origine made them extreamly hateful to the reft of the Jew. 
Sanballat, Governor of Samaria, in recompence for the go>: 
Services he had done, Alexander, at the Siege of Tyre, obtain’d 
permiflion of this Prince to build a Temple ypon Mount Gwi- 
sim, which contributed much to encreafe the Hatred aad Divi- 
fion between thofe two People. After the death of A/exander, 
Samaria becaine Subjz& fucceflively to the Kings of Egypt and 
Syria, who continued Mafte:s of it. Hircanes, the Son of S:- 
mon Macabeus, having taken it, totally demolifh’d it; but He- 
rod the Great caufed it to be rebuilt, and named it Ayzu/fa, in 
honour of daguftas. Sichem, in the Gofpel called Sibar, now 
Naples or Napoloufe, and firuated at the Foor of Garisim, was 
then a City peopled by the Sampritans. Thefe Schifmaticks, 
after divers Revolutions under the Rowman Emperors and thofe of 
Canftantinople, are at prefent reduced to a very {mall number, 
difperfed at Neapolis, Demafcus, and Gaza. Thofe at Grand 
Car, are the remains of the ancient Samaritans, whom Piole- 
my, the Sonof Lagus, had traniported thither. | 
After this account of the principal Circumitances of the Su- 
maritan Hiftory, Mr. Bafnage treavs of the Religion of this Peo 
ple; one chief Article of which was, to receive oniy the tive 
Books of Mo/fes into the Canon of the Scriptures, and to exclude 
thence all the Writings of the Prophets. He brings feveral Up’ 
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nions concerning the Original of the Samaritan Pentateuch; and 
after he has fhewn the weaknefS of feveral of thofe which Cri. 
ticks have embraced upon this Poiat, concludes, that this Penta- 
teuch was brought to the Semgritans or Cutheans by a Ferwilh 
Prieft, fent by Afferhaddon, to inftru& them in the Law. He is 
alfo of their opinion, who hold, that the Semarirax Chara@ers 
are the fame with the ancient Hebrew. The Argument upon 
which Mr. Befnage infifts moit to defend the Antiquity of this 
Pearateuch, is, That it appears the Sumaritans obferved the Law 
before Efdras, and the building their Temple upon Mount Gu. 
rizim, and their Religion was conformable to that of the Feu: 
at the return of the Captivity. Our Author endeavours to vin- 
dicate the Semaritazs from thofe Reproaches that have been ci 
upon them, in believing God to bz Corporeal, denying the Holy 
Spirit, and Refurreétion of theBody, and worfhipping Idols hid 
under Mount Garisim, as alfo the Image of a Pigeon at Samaria, 
However, he owns that the divine Worfhip receiv’d fome altera- 
tion among them, and a mixture of Idolatry, from Herod’s time 
by reafon of the Afie€tion and Complaifance of this People for 
the Romans. A Confeffion of Faith of the Samaritans, tent to 
Scaliger by E/eazer their High-Prieft, in the name of the Syma- 
gogue at Sichem, and an Examination of the different Sedts faid 
to be among them, concludes this Difflertation. We find at che 
end of the fecond Vclume, a Supplement to the Swmuritan Hi- 
ftory, containing their Chronology, publiihd by Mr. Bernard, 
with Remarks ; and the prefent State of them, taken from the 
Letters of Dr. Huntington, printed at London, 1704. 

2. The Sazduces began to appear 240 Years before Chri/?, ur- 
der the Priefthood of Ovias, at Ferufalem, inthe Reign of Pro- 
lemy Euergetes in Egypt, and Seleacus Callinics in Syria. They 
acknowledged only the facred Scriptures, refpecting the Orak 
Law, and all Traditions, which in the Times of the Aluccabees 
began to make an effential Part cf Religion. Mr. &2/nage is not 
of opinion with moft of the Fathers, thar the Sadducces aimit- 
ted nothing into their Canon but the Pentareuch. He thiuks 
they alfo received the other facred Writings, tho’ they mighr not 
allow them the fame Authority with the Law of Mofes. He 
lupports this Opinion with many Arguments, which we fhall - 
not here recite. It would feem alfo as if this fame Seft denied 
Providence, fince, according to Jofephus, They difowned a De- 
fling, or Bate, and took from God all cognizance of Evil, or infla- 
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ence to Good , he baving fet both Good and Burl before Man, and 
left bim at full liberty to do the one and avoid the other. The 
chief Error of the Sadducees, was concerning the Exiftence of 
Angels, and the Spirituality of the Soul. And indeed the Evan. 
gelilts charge shem with holding, that there was neither Angel 
nor Spirit. They oppofed alfo the Refurreftion of the Body, 
asa thing impoffible ; trom whence arofe this neceffary and dan. 
gerous Confequence, That there was neither Reward nor Punifh- 
ment in the other Life. As they confined all their Hopes to the 
prefent Life, twas greatly for their Intereft that the Meffias 
{hould appear whilit they were in the World, ‘that they migit 
enjoy the fruic of this Conqueft, and the Felicity promifed by 
the Prophets under his Reign; and therefore they waited for it 
very impatiently. Their Worfhip was pure, they were fevere 
intheir Morals, condemning Polygamy, and rigoroufly punifh. 
ing Offences. ofephus reprefents them to us as favage Perfons, 
“ ‘whofe Manners were barbarous, fo that Strangers could have 
- © no Commerce with them, and_that they were often divided a- 
*“ mong themfelves. 

One would never imagine that fuch a Se&t_fhould {pring from 
Myftical Divinity. However, this is what Mr. Ba/nage informs 
us; for, asthe relates it, the matter came thus about: “ The 
° Fewifh Doktor Antigonus, who lived 240 Years before Chriff, 
** ufed continually to inculcate to his Scholars: Be not like 
“ Slaves, who obey their Mafter for the profpe&t of a Reward; 
“* obey without the hopes of any recompence of your Labours; 
“ Jet the Fear of the Lord be upon you. *Twas no eafie matter 
“¢ to exercife Contemplation ina Religion fo carnal. So that 
“* twas hard to follow this great Elevation of Avtigonus. Sadoc, 
“ one of his Scholers, who had no mind prefently to fcrfake his 
“ Mafter, and yet liked not his Myftical Divinity, gave a diffe. 
“ rent turn to his Maxim, and concluded from thence, that 
“* there were neither Punifhments nor Rewards after Death. He 
“© became the Father of the Sadducees, who took from him both 
** the Name of their Se€t, and this Tenet. 

The High Prieft Hircanus declared himfelf for them again‘t 
thefé Pharifees, and order’d that the Do&trines of Sadoc fhould be 
received upon pain of Death, Ariftobulus and Alexander, Sons 
and Succeflors of Hircanus, continued to fupport the Sadducces, 
who made up a confiderable Body among the ews in C)ri/i’s 
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wile Ananus, who was High-Prieft foon after, and put §. Fames 
todeath. This Se€& was very much weakned by the DeftruGtion 
of ferufalem, *Tis faid they appeard again in Egypt in the 
third Century ; and Juffzmian in one of his Novels banifh’d them 
out of all Parts of his Dominions. There are fome of them at 
this day in Africa, and other Parts, who deny the Immortaliry 
of the Soul, and Refurre€tion of the Body, but it muft be own’d 
they are very few. 

3. Among all the Jewz/h Se€ts, there was none which more 
ferupuloufly adher'd to the Text of the facred Scriptures than 
that of the Caraites. They read them commonly in Hebrew 
in their Synagogues ; they rejeCt the Books called Apocrypha, 
and condemn the Traditions added to the Law. They elteem 
the Talmud or Body of thofe Traditions as an abominable and 
vile thing, which they account a fhame to reveal ; and they 
carry’d on their precifenefS againft thofe Traditions, in fome Ar- 
ticles, even to Superftition, fince one of the great Difpurtes 
which they have with the Kabbanifts or Traditionaries is upon 
the Intercalation of Months and Days. We muft not con- 
found thefe with the Sadducces, as the greateft part of both 
ancient and modern Writers have done. The Caraztes {trenu- 
oufly reje&t this Charge, which they look upon as the greatett 
Affront. They have a very fimple and pure apprehenfion of the 
Deity. They acknowledge an unlimited Providence in God, 
and in Man a liberty to incline himfelf either to Good or 
Evil. They allow a general Grace, which extends it felf to 
all Men, and which every one receives as he is difpofed for it, 
which they make to depend upon our Conftitution, or the 
Stars. They diftinguifh four different Difpofitions in the Soul. 
°Tis dead when it continues in Sin; alive when it applies it felf 
to Good ; fick when it can’t comprehend heavenly Truths ; but 
well when it underftands the connexion of Events, and the na- 
ture of Objefts which offer themfelves to its notice. They 
believe thar Souls, when they leave this World, will either 
be rewarded or punifhed. They expect the Meliias, whom, 
with the reft of the Jews, they look upon as a temporal Prince, 
who will difcover himfelf by the extent of his Conqueits, 
without ftanding in need of Miracles. Being inpatient for 
the Time of his Coming, they forbid the calculating the 
Years, They require of the People an implicit Faith in the 
holy Scriptures. They have fuch an Avertion to Images, that 
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they wont fo much as fuffer them in their Houfes. Wher 
they Pray, they prefent themfelves before God with Fear and 
Trembling. They bend their Knees, lift up their Hands to. 
wards Heaven, turn their Eyes towards Jerufalem, and ufe only 
the Hebrew Tongue in their Prayers. They beg of God to _ 
pardon their Sins for the fake of his immerited Grace and 
Mercy. They have the fame Feftivals with the other Jews. 
but don’t obferve them in the fame manner. Their Morals are 
pure: They make profeflion of extraordinary Temperance, and 
have very great Refpe€t for their Matters, who on their part are 
Charitable, and Teach gratis. 

Mr. Bafnage fearching into the true Origin of the Caraites, 
places them as high as the Time of Prolemy Philometor King 
of Egypt, when allegorical Interpretations and Traditions be. 
gan to be received with fo much refpett and greedinefs. The 
Difpute between the Legalifts, or Caraites and Traditionarics, 
srew very hot fomething more than an Age before Chrilt, 
as "twas managed by Schammay and Hillel, the Heads of thofs 
two Parties, 

Our Author fuppofes that thofe Caraites are mentioned in 
the Gofpel by the Names of Scribes and Doéfors of the Law, 
whom the Evangelifts plainly diftinguifh from the Pharifees 
and Herodians : He confirms his Conje€ture from the Teftimo 
nies of Origen and St.ferom. He proves the Antiquity of the 
Caraites from the confeffion even of their Enemies, who 
make them to exift_ before Herod; and attempts.to apologize 
for the filence of fofepbus upon that Point. Azenus, whom 
fome will have to be the Author of this Se€t in the Eighth 
Century, only revived it. There were befides two celebrated 
Afferters of it, A/pbrag in the Twefth, aud Aaron in the Thir-, 
teenth Century. The former wrote in Spain, the othes in Ger- 
many. The Caraites.have all along enjoyed great Liberty in 
the Territories of the Grand Seignior. They prefer the Holy 
Land to all Places in the World. Some of theme are found 
in the Eaft as far as Nineveh: And fome in Mufcovy, Peo- 
land and Lithuania. The Hatred which they bear to the 
Traditionaries, and they to them, is irreconcilable. They 
contraét no Marriages one with another, and rather match 
with Idolaters: So that they Curfe and Anathematize cack 
other, 
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4. The Origine of the Pharifers is noc exa&ly known, nor 
when they firft began to appear. Common Tradition mkaes i7/. 
Jel the Father of them, who is faid to have liv’d in the time of 
Herod the Great: But Fofephws, who fhould be beft acquainted 
with a Se€&t of which he was himfelf a Member, and zealons 
Partifan, feems to fix their Rife under Fonathas Maccabeus. abou: 
130 Years before Chriff. It bath hitherto been belicved tha: 
they took their Name from a Hebrew Word, which fiznitics co 
feparate, becaufe they feparated themfélves from other Men, ex- 
ceeding them in their Aufterities. But M. Ba/nage feems to c1 

oufe the Conje@ture of M- Vitringa, who derives this Name 

tom the Hebrew Word Paras, a Reward, becaiufe the Phari/ves 
Oppofed themfelves to the Saddwcees, who denied Rewards in the 
other Life. 

The chief and firft Article of the Phari/ees DoStrine was Zeal 
for Traditions, They maintained,that befides the Law given upon 
Mount Sinai, and inferted in the Writings of Mo/fes, God had 
verbally intruftrid with this Legiflator many Kites and Tcxets, 
which he delivered to Pofterity unwritten. They mention the 
Perfons by whom thofe Traditions were preferved, and give 
them the fame Authority with the Law. They believed, as Fo- 
Sephus relates, “ That every thing came to pais by Deftiny, yet 
“ they took not away the liberty of the Will to dire&t tr felf, 
“ for they held that God fo orders it, that tho’ all things fall 
“ out according to his Decree and Counfel, yet Man retains the 
“© Power of choofing either Virtue or Vice. They concluded, 
that the bare Performance of Sacrifices, and the Ceremonies of 
the Law, was fufficient to juftifie them, and that they could in 
their own Strength fulfill its Commands. They added to ir m2- 
ny Works of Supererogation, which they highly magniticd, while 
on the other hand they reftri€ted the Law it felf, and gratified 
the Paffions and Corruptions of the Heart by falfe Interpretations. 
There is no doubt to be made of their believing a Tran{migration 
of Souls, fince Fofephus exprefly aflures us of it, which yer did 
not deftroy their Belief of a Refurrection. They were great 
Mafters in the Art of Intrigues and pious Frauds. The Lamu, 


fays the Author, diftinguifhes feven Orders of Pharifecs. “ Onz 
“* meafures his Obedience by Profit and Glory; another fearce 
“ lifts his Feet when he walks ; a third ftrikes his Head agaialt 
“ the Walls to make it bleed; a fourth wraps his Head in 
“ Cowl, and looks through a hole, as from the bottom of 2 
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“ Mortar-piece; a fifth demands arrogantly, What ought } to 
“ do? I willdo it. What is there to do which I have not done? 
“ The fixth obeys for the Love of Virtue and a Reward, the fe. 
“ venth performs God’s Commands meerly thro’ tear of Punith- 
“ ment. Thefe-feven forts of Phari/ees are not to be accounted 
fo many religious Orders; they concern’d only particular Perfons 
who lived among them without Rule or Vow, and advanc’d in 
PerfeGtion one farther than another. Our Author pives here a 
particular Account of their Aufterities, which confilted in Watch- 
ings, long Prayers, Faftings-and Scourgings ; one might fee them 
walking, fays he, with their Heads {tooping. towards the Ground, 
for fear of touching the Feet of God, which they fay are sais’ 
but four Foot above the Earth. Chrift upbraids them for their 
frequent Wafhings, that “ they wafh’ed themfelves to their FI- 
“ bows, and for their Affe€tation to beautify the Tombs of the 
“ Prophets; by means of this apparent Zeal they gain’d the Peo- 
ples Kefpe&, and were formidable to Princes, who never omitted 
to mortify this Sect, whenfoever they had Courage enough to 
attempt it, as Herod did. Pharifaifm loft Ground by the Roia 
of the Nation, however it has continu’d all along fice, tho’ 
with lef$ Magnificence, and the greateft part of the Few Do- 

étors are Pharifees. | 

5. The Effenes, whofe Aufterities and San@ity of Life ought 
to have made them famous, are yet fearce known; we find no 
Footfteps of them either in the Hiftory of the Maccabees, at 
which time they feem ro have had their firft Rife, or in the Gof- 
pel, becaufé perhaps they did not quit their Retirement to go and 
difpute with Chrift. We have more Light from Philo concerning 
their Se&t than from all other Authors, who had himfelf fen 
many of them in Egypt, where they were much more numerous 
than in Fadea. *Tis not certainly known whence they borrow’d 
their Name, and the Moderns have invented twelve different 
Erymologies of it. Tho’ the true Origin of thefe Se€taries be 
very obfcure, yet Mr. Ba/nage thinks Drufius’s Conjefture proba- 
ble, who fuppofes them to fpring from the ews that retird in- 
tothe Defart during the Perfecution of Hircanus, and who thro’ 
Neceflity there accuftom’d: themfelves to a very rigorous Courte 
of Life. There is no mention of them in Jo/ephus but under 
Antigonus. . 
They were divided into feveral Companies, the firft of whicn 
confifted of Four or Five Thosfand Perfons, who difpers’d ea 
, elves 
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felves both in the City and Country; they had no fetcled Habj- 
tation, and preferr’d the Country to the City, withdrawing them- 
felves far from the Sea fide, one Quarter they were at Jeru/alem 
bur would not go into the Temple, contenting themfelves to feng 
their Oblations thither. Jo/ephis fays they made all things to de- 
pend upon Fate or Providence, and conféquently deftroy’d the 
Liberty of Man. They offer'd no Sacrifice to God, and tho” they 
give Names to the Angels, they did not worfhip them, no more. 
than they did the Sun; and “tis without any Foundation that fome 
charge them with this piece of Idolatry. They honour’d Mofes 
as the firft Lawgiver, and punifh’d with Death any thar fpoke ill 
of him. They kept clofe to the Writings of their ancient Doétors, 
who were the Prophets, and rejected all Traditions. They had 
fome ridiculous Notions concerning the Soul, tho’ they held its 
Immortality, and alfo concerning Punifhments. and Rewards in 
the other Life. With refpe€t to their Aufterities ’tis related ot’ 
them that they poflefs’d nothing in particular, living in common, 
under the Condu&t of a Governor, who fupply’d them with Food 
and Apparel as they wanted it. They were very temperate, -eat- 
ing nothing but Bread, Herbs, and thick Milk. They had a re- 
ligious Regard. to Celibacy, believing that the Converfation of 
Women was inconvenient, and tended more to cool Devotion 
than inflame its befides, adds Mr. Bufmage, they thought but 
few Women were faithful to their Husbands, and the Thoughts 
of Cuckoldom were very frightful to them. They had no Ser- 
vants. An Air of Charity feem’d to reign among them. They 
appear’d united, and to love one another cordially, fupplying 
each others Neceflities, and fuflering none to want. None enter'd 
into the Society but after a Years Trial. The fecond Branch of 
the Effenes differ’d from the former only in their Allowance of 
Marriage , the third confifted of contemplative Votaries, much’ 
like our Enthufiafts. 

The Effenes were in favour under Hered the Great, who 
look’d upon them as infpir’d People, becaufe one of them had 
foretold him of his coming to the Crown. On the other hand 
they were much hated by the Romans, who to no purpofe made 
ufe of cruel Punifhments to make them renounce their Se€t. Ie 
degenerated under the Empire of I7ajam, and contiou’d rill thae 
of Juftinian, when it began to appear under the Name of the Iz- 
habitants of Heaven or Angels. At prefent there are no Foot. 


{teps left among the Jews of thofe ancient Hermits. After this 
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Mr. Bafnage enters upon an Enquiry, whether it be true that the 
Effenes turn’d Chriftians, and were the Founders of a Monaftick 
Life, and maintains the Negative.. 

6. We have no Account of the Herodians, but from two Paff. 
ges of the Evangelical Hittory, in one they are join’d with the 
Pharifees to tempt Chrift about paying Tribute, and in the other 
Chrift warns his Difciples againft ‘‘ the Leven of the Herodtans, 
“ and that of the Pharifees; fo that the Herodians made a par- 
ticular Se&t in the Jewifh Church, which confifted without doubt 
in e{teeming one of the Herods as the Meflias, or as a King, who 
fhould reftoré I/rae/, and this of all the Opinions which he rec- 
kons up under this Head is that which he thinks has the greateft 
appearance of Truth. The only Queftion then to be decided is, 
which of the three Herods thefe Se€taries had their Eye upon, 
whether Herod the Great, Herod the Tetrarch, or Herod Agrippa 
the elder? One would at firft be aprto think it the firft; but che 
Hatred of the People overthrows that, which broke out after the 
Neath of this Prince ; wherefore Mr. Ba/nage gives it for the Tv- 
trarch, who, like a fubtle Fox, as Chrift calls him, fufter’d tho 
advantageous Reports of himfelf to fpread abroad. They foon 
difpers’d after the Death.of Chrift, becaufé the Fortune of this 
Prince declin’d, and he was banifh’d. 

2. In the third Book, our Author takes in the Hiftory of the 
Patriarchs who govern’d in Fudea, that of the Princes of the Ba- 
bylonifh Captivity, and of the feven Orders of Doétors, who li- 
ved after the Deftru€tion of Ferufalem, whofe Characters he 
defcribes, and gives us an account of their Works. Thefe Do- 
ctors are the Tanaites, Gemarifis or Talmudifts, Sebureans ot 
Sopitet, Gaons or Exellent, Mafforets, Cabbalifts and Rad- 

Ins. 

After the Deftrution of Ferufalem by the Romans the Fews by 
degrees were divided into two different Parties: They which 
dwelt in Egypt, Fudea, Italy, and other Provinces of the Empire, 
were call’d Weltern Yews, in Oppofition to thofe who fetiled at 
Babylon, in Chaldea, Affyria and Perfi2, whom they call’d Eaftern 
Jews. The Heads of the Weftern, who dwelt in Fudez, toox 
the Title of Patriarchs, and thofe of the Eaftern that of Princes 
of the Captivity. If one might believe the Fews, thefe Princes 
defcended from David in a right Line by the Males, whereas the 
Patriarchs defcended only by the Females. They fay that the 
Inflirution of the latter was 100 Years before the eftruétion 0! 
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the Temple, and commenced in Hidie/, firnam’d the Babylonian. 
But Mr. Baf/nage thinks thereis more Reafon to believe that thefe 
Patriarchs were of the Tribe of Lev, and that we don’t find they 
appeard with any Figure till in the Empire of Hadrian, in the 
Perfon of Simeon the third, Son of Gamalie). They obtain’d by 
degrees a very great Authority over all the difpers’d Feces, who 
accountea it an Honour to acknowledge them for their Head, that 
hy this means they might keep up fome Shadow of an Union. 
Thefé Patriarchs decided Cafes of Confcience, and the important 
Affairs of the Nation. They prefided over the Synagogues and 
Academies, chofe the Heads of them, who often bought this Dig. 
nity, ereCted new ones, and determin’d the Differences which 
atofe among them. They raifed Taxes to defray the Charges of 
their Vifitations, and had Officers under them, whom they em- 
ploy’d to carry their Orders into the Proviaces, and fee them exe- 
cuted. Their Refidence was at Ivberias, a City built by Hered 
the Tetrarcbh, which became the Metropolis of Ga/i/ez, where 
they laid the Foundation of an Academy tamous for the Repura. 
tion of the Do€tors who taught init. The Dignity of Patriarch 
was Hereditary, and was abolifh'd in the Year 429, after ir had 
ftood 350 Years, during 9 or 10 Patriarchs, among which Fudz/) 
the Saint made himfelf famous for his Work of the Al:/nab, 
which is properly a Code of the Civil and Canon-Law of the 
Fews, The Primates fucceeded the Patriarchs, but their Autho- 
tity was not the fame, they were chofe by the People by Plura 
lity of Votes, and maintain’d by the Province where they exercis'd 
their Primacies. 

2. The Eftablifhment of the Princes of the Captivity is later 
than that of the Patriarchs: For f«za, the firit of thofe Princes 
that’s known, was Cotemporary with §Fudsb the Saint, and was 
elefted in the Year 220 or 222, an Epocha remarkable for the 
Revolution of the Eaff, which fhook off the Parthian Yoke, 
and fubmitted to the Perfiams. The Princes of the Captivity 
were inftaled with a great deal of Pomp and Ceremony, which 
our Author defcribes. Their Refidence was at Babylon, where 
they had ten Courts of Juftice, over which they prefided, as well 
as over twenty eight Synagogues. Their Empire extended ovei 
all the Fews difperfed in Affyria, Cha/dea, and the whole Pur- 
thian Kingdom. They ordained all the Heads of the kaftern 
Synagogue, from whom they received neceffary Contributions 


for the fupport of their Grandeur, and to pay the Tributes which 
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the Per fian Kings exatted of them. ‘They ere€ted feveral famous 
Academies in the Eaft, among others, thofe of Nabardea, Sor, 
and Pumdebita. This Dignity was ftill in being in the Seventh 
Century, at which time it received a grievous Shock, thot 
Heads of the Captivity having loft their Power by the Oppref: 
fion of the Infidels, and Defertion of the People, who fled into 
the Weft. However, their Name continued to the Twelfth Cen. 
tury ; for Benjamia of Tudele, who travelled into thofe Parts 
found there at that time one of thofé Princes, fince which there 
are no Tracts of them remaining. 

3. The Tanaites or Taneans, as the Fews call them, are the 
Doétors which preferved the Traditions from E/dras to Fuda} the 
Saint, who colletted them together, which was in the 2ooth 
Year of the Chriftian ira. The Word Tanaites is derived trom 
another which fignifies to learn, They are alfo called Ali/nics 
from the Work of the Mifnab, which is attributed to them. 
Some of them retained the Title of Abba, which fignities Father, 
or Abbot. They mention, for inftance, in the Mi/nab, one Abba 
Sau/, who was in Stature like a Giant, and who as burying the 
Dead, found Ab/a/om’s Eye, in which he hid himfelf up to the 
Nofe. The ews are not well agreed as to the order and fuccet: 
fion of thofe Laxaites. They make fome of them Prefidents 
and Vice-Prefidents of their Sanhedrin or great Council. They 
mix Profelytes, Heretics, and even Women among them. They 
attribute to thefe Truftees of Tradition, a power to command 
evil Spirits, and to prevent Witchcraft; as likewife the privilege 
of being affifted when they name Batkob, the Daughter of the 
Voice. Mr. Baf/nage makes ftri& Enquiry what this Duughter of 
the Voice might be, and finds, that they thus denominate, as 
well certain Voices or inward Suggeftions, which Enthufiafts are 
very fubje&t to take for Infpirations,; as divers Prefages 
which accidentally fall out; as for inftance, the firft Words 
which they heard pronounced in paffing by a School or a Syna- 
gogue, &c. They relate very ftrange things of thefe Tradition- 
mongers. . 


We muft defer the further Account of this Book tsi! next 
Month. ee te 
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fourteen Sermons preach'd om feveral Occafions: Together with a 
large Vindication of the Dottrine contain d in the Sermon preach’d 
at the Funeral of Mr. Thomas Bennet. By Francis Atterbury, 
D. D. Dean of Carlifle, Preacher at the Rolls, and Chaplain i 
Ordinary to Her Majefy. London ; Printed for Jonah Bowyer 
at the Rofe im Ludgate-ftreet. 1708. Preface, Pag. 69: 


Sermons, Pag. 456. 


N the Preface to thefe Sermons, the Learned and Inge- 

nious Author undertakes to vindicate one of them, 
which was preach’d at the Funeral of Mr. Zhomas Bennet, from 
the Objections of a certain namelefs Letter-writer : And to 
that purpofe, the Author very fairly reprefents at one view 2 
General Scheme of the Do@rine which is oppofed, in the very 
Words of the Sermon itfelf, after the following manner. 


© My declared Intention in that Part of my Sermon which dif~ 
* pleafes the Letter-writer, 6s, to explain that great Argument for 
‘a Future State, which is couch’d in the Words of my Text : 
“If in this Life only we have hope in Chrift, we are of all Men 
* moft miferable. I fuppofe them to fignify, That if all the Benefits 
‘we expe& from the Chriftian Inftitution, were confined 
‘within the Bounds of this Life, and we had no Hopes of a 
“better State after this, of a great and lafting Reward ina 
‘Lifeto come ; we Chriftians fhould be the moft abandon’d 
“and wretched of Creatures; all other Sorts, and Sects of 
“Men would evidently have the Advantage of us, and a much 
‘furer Title to Happinefs than we. From whence, I fay, the 
* Apoftle would be underftood to infer (tho’ the Inference 
‘be not exprefs’d) That therefore there muft needs be another 
*State, to make up the Inequalities of this, and to folve all 
‘Irregular Appearances. 

“In the Explication of this Argument, 1 profefs to urge (what 1 
“ call) the Conceffion of the Apoftle fomewhat further than the 
“Letter of the Text will carry us, by afferting under two diffe 
“rent Heads; That were there no Life after this, 1ft, Men 
‘would be more miferable than Beafts ; And, 2dly, the beft 
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“Men would be oftes the moft miferable. | mean; ag 
‘far as Happinefs and Mifery are. tobe meafured from 
* pleafing and painful Senfations. And fuppofing the prefenr 
‘to be the only Life we are to lead, I fee not but that this 
* may be efteem’d the true meafure of them. | 

© Upon the firft of thefe Heads I fhew, That in this Life Beafts 
¢have in many refpects the Advantage of Men; inafnuch 
¢ as they, ft, enjoy greater fenfual Pleafures, and, 2dly, feel 
‘ fewer Corporeal Pains, and, 3dly, are utter Strangers to al] 
* thofe anxious and tormenting Thoughts which perpetually 
‘haunt and difquiet Mankind. I enlarge on thefe Heads, and 
* then proceed on the fame Foot likewife to fhew, That the bef 
© Men would be often the moft miferable 5 fince their Princ. 
ples, 1ft, give them not leave to tafte fo freely of the Plea- 
¢fures of Life as other Men’s do, And, 2dly, expofe them 
© more to the Troubles and Dangers of it. 

© Both thefe Points I illuftrate by various Inftances , and upon the 
¢ Whole, conclude, That therefore as certainly as GOD is, a 
‘Time there will and muft be, when all thefe unequal Di. 
¢ {tributions of Good and Evil fhall be fet right, and the 
£ Wifdom and Reafonablenefs of all His Tranfaions with all 
* His Creatures, be made as clear as the Noon-day. 


By this fhort Account of our Author’s Doétrine, he clears 
himfelf from the Mifreprefentations made of it by the Letter- 
writer : By fhewing, ift, That when he prefers Beafts to Men, 
and Bad Men to Good Men, he does it upona Suppofition, 
not only that there is no Life after this, but that Men are 
perfuaded there is none ; being fuch as in this Life only bave 
hope in Chrife: Whereas the Letter-writer has very unfairly 
reprefented him as fuppofing the quite contrary. dly, Pro- 
ceeding on this Suppofition, he affirms, not that the beft Men 
would be always, but often the moft miferable ; which he proves 

chiefly from that State of Perfecution to which Good Men, 
- above all others, are. fubje&; And, 2dly, from thofe Inftances 
of Mortification and Self-denial which the Gofpel enjoyns, 
beyond what the Law of Nature or of Mo/es obliges Men to, 
which are fo contrary to our Natural Appetites, as muft needs 
xender many Chriftians more miferable than thofe who ar¢ 
free from fuch Reftraints, if there were no Hope of a Life 
after this ; Tho’ fome Chriftians, by a long Practice of —_ 
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may have render’d even the Heights and Rigours of it delight- 
ful. 3dly, When our Author fays, * Were there no other Life 
‘ but this, Men would really be more miferable than Beafts, 
* and the beft Men would be often the moft miferable,’ He 
exprefly adds this ReftriGion, ‘ I mean as far as Happinefs or 
‘ Mifery are to be meafured from pleafing or painful Senfati- 
‘ons, and That without the Hope ofanother Life, his may be 
¢ efteem’d the true Meafure of them. ' : 

And yet without any regard to thefe Reftrictions afore- 
mention’d, the Letter-writer exclaims, in 4 Tragical manner, 

ainft the two Pofitions juft now related, and the Notion 
_ on which they are founded, and fays, * He is forry to fee fuch 
‘Conceflions made to the Caufe of Vice by any Preacher of 
‘ Righteoufhefs; he never yet heard, nor ever expected to hear 
¢ any thing like this from the Pulpit,’ &c. Againft this Charge 
of Novelty, our Author fhews that his Pofitions are commonly 
to be met with in both Ancient and Modern,Domeftick and Fo- 
reign Writers; particularly in the Works of our moft Emi- 
nent Englifh Divines, of whom he quotes Archbifhop Zifot/on, 
the Bifhop of Rechefter, Dr. Moor, Dr. Goodman, Bifhop Wilkins, 
Mr. Pemble, and Dr- Stradling, all whofe Words he fets down 
at length, out of which I fhall only feleét two fhort Tefti- 
monies ; whereofthe 1ft, thatof Archbifhop Zsllotfon, in Serm. 
Vol. IX. p. 72. * Again what would a Man gain by it, if the 
* Soul were not immortal, but to level himfelf with the Beafts 
‘that perith ? Nay to put bimfelf into a worfe and more mife- 
* rable Condition than any of the Creatures below him ? 

Bifhop of Rochefter, Serm. on Fan..30. p.14. * Without 
“that Belief [ Of the ‘Foys of another Life] as Chriftians of all 
* Men, fo Men of all Creatures were moft miferable. 

The other Quotations may be feen at large in the Author, 
to which he has added the Teftimonies of St. Auftin as cited 
by Grotius, of Ladtantim, Lock, and Pafchal; all which clear 
the Author from the Charge of Novelty. 


, che 2d Charge of the Letter-writer, is, ‘ That the Do- 
‘Grine of our Author is foreign to the Defign of the Apo- 
‘ ftle inthe Text, on whom he fixes it’ To this our Author 
- anfwers, That asto the 1ft Pofition, Without the Hope of anuther 
Life, Mech would be more miferable than Beafts, he was fo far from 
fixing it’ on the Apoftle, that with reference to it, he profefles 
: Qq4q9 2 to 
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to urge, (what he calls) The Conceffion of the Apoftle fomewhat furs 
ther than the Letter of the Text will carry Lim, and concludes the 
Truth of it, without vouching the Authority of St.Paul. As to the 
2d Pofition, ‘ That were there no Life after this, the beft Men 
‘ would be often the moft miferable,’ Our Author fixes it CXe 
prefly upon the Apoftle, and affirms it to be the Meanins 
of his Words. This Propofition our Author underftands oF 
all Times, but the Letter-writer limits it to the Times of 
moft grievous Perfecution ; and for Proof of it, urges, if, 
the Phrafe in the preceding Verfe, viz. Thole who were faln ae 
fleep in Chrift ; by which he underftands the Martyrs: But our 
Author fhows, that there is no neceflity of underftanding the 
Phrafe in that Senfe, fince CHRIST is faid, v. 20. to be the 
Firft-Fruits of them that flept , and’tis certain that He was not 
the Firft-Fruits of the Martyrs only, but of all who died in the 
Chriftian Faith. 2dly, The Letter-writer argues, That the 
Words of the Text are to be underftood of the bitter sufe- 
rings of Chriftians, from Verfes 30, 31, 32. And if the Dead. 
rife not at all, why fland we in Feopardy every Hour ? — If after 
the manner of Men I beve fought with Beafts at Ephefus, what pre 
fiteth it me, if she Dead rife not ? — Let us eat and drink, for to 
morrow we die. TOwhich out Author anfwers, 1ft, That fup- 
pofing the Medium to be the fame in both places ( tho’ the 
diftance of 11 Verfes does not neceflarily require it ) it will 
even from hence appear, That his Affertion is not limited to 
the Cafe of Perfecution: Becaufe the Apoftle plainly allows, 
That if the Dead rife not, it might be reafonable to refolve with 
the Men of this World, Let ws eat and drink for to morrow we die; 
i. e. © Let us pleafe and gratify ourfelves with what we like beft, 
¢ and be as eafy as we can in this World, fince we have no pro 
<fpect of another.’ . But, 2dly, our Author anfwers, That 
if the Apoftles Argument were limited to ‘the Zimes of 
moft grievous Perfecution, it would not be conclufive, fince the 
Jews had been then, and have been fince, at leaft equally 
perfecuted with the Chriftians, as appears from their Suf- 
ferings under their Copies, their Conquerors, and par- 
ticularly in the Times of the Maccabees, and from Heb. ¢. 11. for 
the Chriftians cannot:-be faid to: be of all Men mof milerable 
merely upon the Account of thefe Perfecutions, which were 
equally common to Jews and Chriftians. . 3dly, Our Author 
anfwers,. That this Argument couldnot be conclufive ae 
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fpet to thofe Corinthians to whom he writes; for they nei- 
ther then were, nor ever had been ina State of Perfecution, 
fince the Gofpel was planted among them: As appears from 
Fcclefiaftical Hiftory, and from what the Apoftle fays, 1 Cor. 
4.8. Now ye are full; now ye are rich, ye bave reigned as Kings 
without ws which fhows, that they abounded in Wealth and 
Eafe, and were free from all external Preflures. 


The 3d Charge of the Letter-writer, is, That the Do&trine 
of our Author is falle and pernicious in itfelf. And for Proof of this 
he obferves, ‘ That the chief Happinefs of a Being, in whatfo- 
‘ever State, and of whatfoever Duration it is, muft refult from 
‘the moft excellent part of its Conftitution ; That Virtue is 
‘ the Imitation of GOD, and therefore muft be the Happinefs 
*of Man, tho’ his Life be never fo fhort ; That the chiefeft 
¢ Happinefs of a Reafonable Creature muft confift in living as 
*Reafon direéts, whether he lives one Day, or to Eternity : 
* That the Difficulties of Virtue, do not deftroy the Excellence 
‘of it, and prefent Happinefs refulting from it, but enhance 
*andimprove it. To this our Author anfwers, ‘ rft, That if 
‘this Argument proves any thing, it proves too much, even 
“that a Man may be happy under the greateft Bodily Pains, 
“and the moft Grievous Perfecutions ;° Becaufe under thefe 
he may ftill preferve his Virtue, which is the Happine/s of 
Man: Which exactly agrees with that Romantick Paradox of 
the Stoicks, contrary to the common Senfe of Mankind ; © That 
“a Wife Man may be happy upon the Rack, or in Phalaris's 
* Bull.” adly, He anfwers, ‘ That if Man be confider’d with 
* refpect to this Life only, dis chief Happine/s does not refult from 
* the moft excellent part of bis Conftitution (excluding the Pleafures 
‘of the Body.) For the chiefeft Happinefs of a Creature com- 
‘ pofed of Body and Soul, and defignd for this Life only, is, 
‘To beashappy asit can be, during his Life, both in Body 
* and Soul ; and the greater Pleafures of both kinds it enjoys 

-* (being confiftent with each other ) the more perfect is its 
*Happinefs. 3dly, Our Author anfwers, ‘ That if we had no 
© Hope in ancther Life, the Directions of Reafon for our Con- 
“duct in this, would not be the fame as they are now ;’ For 
Reafon would then direct us todo every thing in which we 
delighted, to deny ourfelves no Pleafure, which we judged 


€onduy¢ible to our Happinefs; and then our Judgment ors 
chi¢ 
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chiefly be guided by the corrupt ‘Inclinations of Nature, and 
the Sollicitations of fenfible Objects ; and our Confcience would 
be fo far from checking us, that it would approve the Purfuit 
of thofe Pleafures, which, upon the beft Judgment we could 
frame, appear’d neceflary to our prefent Happinefs. gly, He 
anfwers, ‘ That if our Hope were inthis Life only, the fupreme 
Felicity of Man would not confift in the Imitation of G O p. 
* For how fhould a poor imperfe& Creature, defign’d for this 
¢ Material World only, place its Happinefs in copying Excel- 
‘lencies, which Human Life is too fhort, and Human Nature 
* too weak to reach ? How fhould a Soul made to inhabit Flefh 
* and Blood, and to perifh with it, Judge it reafonable to live 
* above the Defires of Flefh and Blood ? No, the Rule of imi- 
‘ tating GOD can never be fuccefsfully propofed to Men, but 
‘upon Chriftian Principles, fuch as’ thefe, That this World 
‘is not a State-of Happinefs, but of Trial, where we are 
“ to qualify ourfelves for the Divine Enjoyments of a more 
© perfeét State by fubduing our Bodily Appetites, that fo our 
‘ Imitation of GOD in this Life may end in the undifturb’d 
‘ Fruition of Him to all Eternity: But if we are defign’d to 
“live only in thefe Bodies, and in this World. what fhould 
© hinder us from endeavouring to make the beft of both, and 
“from coming to the Conclufion mention’d (and not difap- 
: proved) by the Apoftle, Let ws eat and drink, for to morrow we 
© die? 


After this our Author attacks the Letter-writer, and fhows 
at large the ill Confequences of his Doétrine, in making 
the Prattice of Virtue Happinefi itfelf, whereby he deftroys 
the Neceflity of a Future Reward. But I fhall conclude this 
Abftra& with the Words of Archbifhop Téllotfon; Thus to 
ery up Virtue, to the weakening of our Belief and Hope of the Im 
mortality of the Soul, however at firft blufh it may feem plaufible, is 
sn effect no better than a fubtle Invention, to ruin Virtue by itfelf ; 
fince it cannot poffibly {ubfit but by the Belief and Support of another 


Life. 


After the Preface, the Book contains 14 excellent Sermons, 
which are written with fuch clearnefs of Expreffion and 
ftrength of Reafon, as muft recommend them to all Pious and 


ingenious Readers: This will in fome meafure appear . 
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the Abftraé& FE hall give of the firft 4 Sermons, which con- 
tain many uncommon Thoughts and judicious Remarks, 


The Title of the Firft Sermon, is, 
The Duty of Praife and Thanfgiving. 


And the Text, is P/al. 5. 14. 
Offer unto GO D Thank(giving. 


IN {peaking to thefe Words, our Author propofes, rft, to. 
enquire how we are to underftand this Command of offering 
Praife and Thankfgiving ; andthen, 2dly, how reafonable it 
is that we fhould comply withit. As tothe 1{t Enquiry, ’tis very 
well known, That the offering Praife and Thanks to GOD, im- 
plies our having alively and devout Senfe of His Excellencies and 
Benefits,and our exprefling this inward Senfe,by Songs,andHymn, 
and Spiritual Ejaculations. There is this difference in ftri@nefs 
of Speech between Praife and Thankfgiving, that Praife is given 
to GOD upon the account of His Natural Excellencies, and 
Glorious A&s, tho’ they be of Vengeance ; but we Thank Him 
only for the Inftances of His Goodnefs, in which we are con: 
cerned. But becaufe this nice Diftinéion is not generally 
‘obferv'd in Scripture, our Author does not ufe it. 


' As tothe Reafonablenefs of this Duty, our Author confiders 
it, aft, Abjolutely in itfelf, and fo, be fays, it is the Debt and 
Law of our Natures: For the Defign of making Man, was, 
that he might Praife and Honour Him who made him; and 
he, as the Prieft of Nature, is to offer up the Incenfe of Thanks 
and Praife for the Mute and Infenfible Part of the Creation. 
And this Duty is founded beth in our Reafon, ‘whereby we 
apprehend GOD as the Beft and moft Perfect Being, and in 
Our Gratitude, which is due to Him from whom we receive 


whatever we haveor are, 


2dly, He compares this Duty with other Acts of Religion, 
and fhows that this is the Nobleft and moft Excellent, it bee 
ing the End of Man’s Creation to Praife and Glorify ;}G O D, 
Prayer and. Confeflion fippofe Guilt and Want: But in the. 
State 
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State of Innocence there was nothing but Praife, and after this 
Life there fhall be nothing but 74st in Heaven. And therefore 
as the Apoftle prefers Charity to Faith and Hope, fo our Author 
concludes his Reafoning, Aud now abideth Confefion, Prayer and 

Praife, hut the greateft of thefe is Praife fs 


qdly, He confiders:the peculiar Properties and Advantages 
which recommend ‘it toithe Devout Performer. And, rft, it 
is the moft pleafing part of our Devotions: For tt ts good to fing 
Praifes unto our-GOD, for it is pleafant, and Praife is comely, Pf. 
147:1, 2dly, Divine Praife enlarges the Powers of our Soul,’and 
takes them up from little and low Things to the greateft and 
nobleft Objeé, the Divine Nature; and employs them in the 
Difcovery of thefe Perfe&ions that adorn it, 3dly, It pro. 
motes in us. an exquifite Senfe of GO D’s Honour, .and a high 
Indignation at every thing that openly Profanes it : For what 
we value and delight in, -we cannot with Patience hear flighted 
and abufed. 4thly, Our frequent Meditation upon the Divine 
PerfeQions, will-teach us Humility, from a Senfe of our own 
Imperfections ; fo that-we fhall learn, Not to think of ourfelves 
more highly than we ought to think, but to think. foberJy.  sthly, A 
Confcientious'Praife of G OD, will keep us back from all falfe 
and mean -Praifes.of Men; : fer tho’ we fhould give Honour 
where Honour is due, yet the Honour of GOD.will fuffer us 
to go no further. | tod 
- his Difcourfe the,Author applies to two forts of Perfons, 
the Caralefs and Profane:  And:then concludes with a Thankf- 
giving to GOD, for the Glorious things GOD had lately 
wrought for'us, and the fignal Victory .He has given to Their 
Majefties Forces over the moft Infolent: of Enemies. 


| The Title of the Second Sermon, is, 
The Power of Charity to cover Sin : 


_ And the Text is, 1 Pet. 4. 8. 
- Charity fhall cover the Multitude of Sins. - 


PNP {peaking to thefe:Words, our Author firft propofes the 
feveral Explications that have been given of them; : 
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He frees the true Meaning of them from the Exceptions that 
lie againft it. 3dly, He eftablifhes the Truth upon its proper 
Grounds and Reafons. And, qthly, he makes fome Dedudi-~ 
ons fromit. © Ses 


As to the rft, Some have underftood the Words of that 
particular Inftance ot Charity which we call Good-Nature ; by 
_ which we pafs by little ‘Injuries, interpret-things in the beft 

Senfe, and are not forward to publifh or believe an Ill-report 
of any One. Others, as Grotius, underftand the Words of 
that mighty Influence which Charity, being aw exalted Love of 
GOD and. our Neighbour,: will have towards reclaiming Sin- 
ners from the Error of their Ways, in Confequence of which 
their Sins are pardon’d or cover’d.* Both thefe Interpretations 
our Author rejects, for Reafons too long to be here repeated ; 
and then determines the true.and obvious Senfe of the Words 
tobe thus: * That the Virtue of Charity is of fo great price 
‘in the Sight of GOD, that they who poflefs and exercife it 
‘inany eminent manner, are peculiarly entitled to the Divine 
'. ©Favour and Pardon, with regard to numberlefs Slips and 
‘Failings of their Duty, which they may be otherwife guilty 
“of. This great Chriftian Perfeftion, of which they are Mafters, 
_ *fhall’ make many “little ImperfeGtions to be overlook’d and 

— Sunobferv'd 5 It fhall cover the Multitude of Sins To confirm 
this Senfe of the Words, he alledges not only two Paflages in 
the Apocrypha, That «Alms fhall purge away Sin, and maketh an A- 
tonsment for Sins, but alfo the Words of the Wife:Man, Prov. 
16. 6. That by Mercy and Truth Iniquity is purg d; and the Advice 
. Of Daniel to Nebuchadnezzar, To break off bis Sins by Righteou{ne/s 
(or as it is in all the Old Verfions, T0 redeem his Sins by Alms-deeds) 
and bis lnigquities by fhewing mercy to the Poor, Dan. qu 27. 


Having thus fettled the true Senfe of the Words, in the 2d 
place, he endeavours to remove the Exceptions to which it 
may be thought liable. The firft and great Exception is, 
“That this Senfe of the Words gives too great colour to the 
-* © Popifh Doctrines of Merit and Supererogerion, and feems to leflen 

“the Worth of CHRIST’s. Satihiction for Sin.; for what need 

* of Remiffion of Sins in every Cafe by the Blood of CHRIST, 
“fince we ourfelves are in a good meafure capable of making 
‘the Atonement, and can ts out the Remembrance of an 
ee : I. Ff 
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il]-fpent Life by -a few Ads of Charity at the Clofe of ‘it: 
In anfwer ‘to this Exception, our Author, rf{t, explains the 
Nature, Extent, and Degree of that Charity to which the Pro. _ 
. mifeof the Text is made: And fhows, That it does not 
fignify barely Acts of Relief to the Poor, but extends to al] 
the feveral ways of Univerfal Beneficence and Kindnefs, by 
which one Man can’be ferviceable to another; That ic contains 
not the Outward AG only, but the Inward Principle of a Sin. 
cere Love to GOD and Man, And that it is not a Common De- 
gree, but an Intenfeand Fervent Charity, to which this extraore. 
dinary Bleffing belongs. | A x 
2diy, He fhows, That the Meaning of the Words is not, 
That this exalted Degree,of Charity ball cover all manner of 
Trangrefion' how grofs and heinous foever ; but only, That 
it hail be our Excufe for many leffer’ Neglects and Failings, 
fuch as Sins of Infirmity, fudden Surprize, and daily Incurfions, 
which may be properly ftiled 7be multitude of Sins : It fhall cover 
fuch. Offences only, as are confiftent with a State of true and 
fervent Charity; and furely thofe cannot be very grofs and 
 prefumptuous. But as to heinous Sins, it can only prevent 
the Temporal Punifbment, which is often inflicted after the Sins. 
are pardon’d. oe 9 3 | 
3dly, He anfwers, That even as to lighter Failings, they 
are not coverd by Charity in any Senfe,. but what includes the 
Application of the Merits of CHRIST’s Blood, which made 
Satisfaction for all Sins, the leaft as well as the greateft: But 
tho’ the Blood of CHRIST alone can expiate Sin, yet GOD 
may make fome Acts of ours the Conditions of applying the 
Virtue of that Bloodto us. And thus, tho’ our Good Works 
are not Meritorious, yet they may become the Occafional Caufe 
of Pardon to us ; as appears from thefe plain Words of our 
Saviour, [fye forgive Men their Trefpaffes, your Heavenly Father will 
alfo fotgive you, Matth. 6, 14. | 
4thly, The Greatnefs ofthe Reward does not prove the 
Exercife of the fervent Charity, to be any Work of Supererogation, 
which might have been omited without Fault: For we may 
be ftirctly obliged to this Degree of Charity, tho’GOD may 
encourage us to this Duty, by afluring us, That in many {mal-. 
ler Inftances, He will not be extremé to mark what is done amifs: 
As when a Mafter excufes a thoufand Neglects of a Servant, 
' becaufe he bas been faithful in a Bufinefs of great Concern, 
tho’ he was in Duty bound to be fo, Having 








_ Having thus clear'd the Doctrine from the only plaufible 
Exception made againft it, he proceeds in the 3d place to fhew 
the Grounds and Reafons, why this Promife is peculiarly made 
to Chriftian Charity, above all other Graces whatfoever, That 
is (hall cover Sin. And the 1ft Ground is, The Analogy and 
Refemblance there is between the higheft {nftance of Charity, 
which is to pardon the Malice of our Enemies, and the In- 

atitude of our Friends ; and the Reward annex’d to it, which 

is, That our Faults and Offences fhall be pardon’d: For thus 
asa Man deals with his Neighbour, fo will GOD deat with 
him; Mercy thall be fhewd upon him who hath .fhew'd Mercy, 
and his Trefpafles fhall be forgiven, who hath forgiven others 
_ their Trefpafies. # : 

2dly, The Good and Charitable Man is peculiarly entitled 
to the Pardon of many Sins, becaufe from the Netwral Frame of 
his Mind, and the Exereife of this Virtue, he is liable to the 
Guilt of many Sins. For Charity being grafted in Good-Na- 
ture, makes a Man eafy and yielding to many Temptations and 
Common Cuftoms, whereby he is betray’d into thofe Sins, 
. which a ftubborn and incomplying Virtue would have pre- 

vented, And then the Exercife of this Virtue, efpecially 
where the Principle is ftrong, makes us often omit the Duties 
of our Callings, and neglect the Care of our Children and Fa- 
milies, to whom our Charity is due in the 1{t place. Befides, 
Love (the Spring-head of Charity) as it is the fweetelt, fo it 
is ‘the ftronge‘t of all the Paffions; and if it haye the Reins 
but once given to it, will go near to run away with its Rider ; 
and throwing off the Government of Reafon, will betray a Man 
to many Acts of Indifcretion, and fometimes freaks of En- 
thufiafm. Thus a Good Man being particularly liable to In- 
* firmities, has the gracious Affurance of their Pardon. 

3dly, GOD has fet this Mark of Diftinction upon Charity, 
to fhew. us how careful He is of our Welfare ; fince Thatis His 
Favourite Virtue, which He chiefly delights to reward , the 
Exercife of which is moft comfortable and ufeful to the Sons of 
Men; and fo He has twifted our. Duty and our Happinefs 
together. = et OE 

sth, Charity is particularly “er to procure Remiffion 
of Sin, hecaufe it.engages in our behalf.the Prayers. of all Good 
Men, and ‘of all thofe to whom our GoodnefS extends. A 
Leite . Rrrr2 - kind 
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_ kind and beneficent Man is a Common Blefling to the World ; 
and therefore all are ready to implore the Mercies of GOD 
upon him : Efpecially the Poor and Miferable (whofe Prayers 
GOD hath in a particular manner promifed to hear ) are con. 
ftant and earneft Interceffors at. the Throne of Grace for 
him. . 

~ §thly, GOD hath made this Promife to Charity, becaufe it 
is the moft Excellent of all Virtues: It is preferr’d by St. Pay! 
to Faithand Hope for its Dignity and Duration: It is calPd¢: 
The Great Commandment, The End of the Commandment, .and The 
Falfilling of the Law: And it is really what itis call’d ; for where 
this Divine Grace is, no Moral Virtue can be totally wanting. 
Charity. is the Queen of Virtues, and as a Queen fhe is invefted 
with that Sovereign Prerogative, the Power of Covering Sin. Cha. 
rity is faid to eftablith a true Friendfhip between GOD and Man, 
and foGOD paffeth by the Faults of the Charitable, as one Friend 
does thofe of another. .As the Tongues of Menand Angels are 
nothing worth in comparifon of Charity, fo they are not able 
to fet out half the Worth and Excellence:of it: See 1. Cor. 13. 
And fo much may fuffice for a Specimen of this Ingenious Ser- 
mon: The proper Inferences from the Truthaflerted, and the 
Application to the Occafion of the Affembly, are very well 
worth the Reader’s perufal, but tod long to be here inferted. 


The Title of the Third Sermon, is,. 
The Miraculous. Propagation of the. Gofpel 2 


And the Text is, Jf, 60.22. . 


A: Little One foall become 2Thoufand, and a. Small One a Strong 
Nation : I the Lord ayill baften it in bis Time. 


IN fpeaking to thefe Words, our: Author propofes 5 Heads 
of Difcourfe,. 3 of which he handles- in the 1ft Sermon, which 
are thefe : ft, He reprefents the Matter of Fa itfelf, to 
which the Prophecy of the Text refers; how fwift and ftrange 
a Progrefs the Gofpel made, at and:after its firft Setting out 
from Ferufalem. 2dly, He proves that this Succefs of it muft 
) o the mighty Ope-. 


have been miraculous, and aan chie 
tationsand Affiftances ‘of the: Holy Sp 


fly to 
inte And having elta- 
4 blifh'd: - 


-,¥ 
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blifi’'d this great Truth upon proper Arguments , he does in 
the 3d place fairly lay together, what can be offer’d to evade 
the force of them; and give the feveral Objeions their An- 
fwers. | . . | 


As to the rft of thefe, the Reprefentation of the matter of 
fa, how ftrange and {wift a Progrefs the Gofpel made, at, 
and after its firft fetting out from feru/alem; our Author fhows 
~ fromSt. Luke, Ads.2, That to the little flock of Chrift (which 
confifted only of 120 Difciples.at our Saviour’s Afcenfion) there 
were added 3000 Souls , by a Sermon of St. Peter’s on the day of 
Pentecoft.. That after this the mumber of Difciples multiplied greatly 
in Jerufalem: And that from thence, the Doétrine was foon 
carried into all.the remoter Regions of the Earth; infomuch, 
That the Book of the Apoftles A@s (written by St. Luke the 
Companion of St. Paul in his Travels) doth contain an account 
of the fpreading of the Gofpel, through all the Civiliz’d, and 
fome of the Barbarous Countries of 4fa 3; and on the Weft, as 
far asthe Great Metropolis of Ewrope, Rome itfelf; fo mightily 
grew the Word of God and prevail'd' And Ecclefiaftical Hiftorians 
agree, That Scythia, India, Gaul and Egypf, all the moft diftant 
parts of the World then known, had the Gofpel preach’d to 
them in JefS than Forty Years, i. ¢. before the Deftruétion of> 
the Jewith State by Ziw. And the ancient Apologifts, who. 
wrote in the firft two Centuries, reprefented to the Heatheu: 
Emperors, That their Courts, Camps, Cities and Provinces 
were full of Chriftians ; So fuddenly did the light of the Gofpel 
dart its bright Rays from Eaft to Weft. 


- 2adly, Our Author proves, That this: Succefs of the Gofpek’ 
was Supernatural, as being above the power of the Natural: 


 Gaufes which vifibly concurr’d to its Production. The appear- 


ing Inftruments were twelve Men of mean Birth, of no Learning: 
Or Subtilty, of no Authority or Repute in the World. Thefe: 
Men preach’d up a Do@rine moft contrary.to Men’s Natural 
Inclinations , and the inveterate prejudices of contrary Relt- 
gions then fettled.in the World: And yet ina fhort time, they 
Prevail’d with great Multitudes in every Nation to own the 
hea of Fefus. To give this Argument its full force, he 
ifiders particularly, what are the beft advantages for a New. 

_ @pinion to.fet.up with ; which are thefe four. Firft; If the 
ey a principles: 
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Principles of it be fuited to the Interefts and Lufts of Men’ 
2. If it be fupported by perfons in Authority, or of great Name. 
3. If it be firft brought into the World in dark and barbarous 
Ages; and 4thly, Ifit be not propos to them all at once, bur 
infinuated by degrees; fecretly and infenfibly. And then he 
fhows particularly, That the Impofture of Mabomet, and the 
Popifh Ufurpations and Superftitions were propagated by fome 
or other of thefe Methods ; but thatthe Chriftian Religion was 
deftitute of all fuch Advantages, and never us’d any of thofe 
Methods to recommend itcfelf; and -enlarge its Interefts : All 
which particulars he fams up in the following Words. ‘The 
€ Gofpel of Chrift, at its earlieft Appearance, had all the pro- 
‘bability in the World ageinf its Succefs; for it-was not pof- 
‘ fefs’d of any one of thefe Advantages, which do moft fignally 
‘ recommend.a New Do@rine, and make it thrive. It had no 
“ complying, Tenets, to. footh Mens Appetites and Paffions ; 
“ but was all harfh and auftere. It had no Encouragement, no 
¢ protection from the Civil Power, no Force or Cunning to up. 
. fold it, no Men of eminent Efteem to engage on its fide : The 
‘Age, which was pitch’d upon for the ‘Difcovery of it, was 
‘ more difcerning and ealightned, more curious and inquilitive, 
“than perhaps any that either. preceded’ or follow'd it: And 
* therefore the Succefs of this DoGrine could not be owing to 
“ Men’s Ignorance or Supinenefs. Finally, its promulgers De- 
* liver'd it not out by parcels, as is the way of Cunning and de- 
“ figning Men ; but offer'd:- the whole of it to be altogether ex- 
amin and compar’d. Neverthelefs, tho? prefs’d with all 
* thefe Clogs and Incumbrances, it {prang forth, and made its 
“ way intothe World by a {wift and incredible progrefs. And 
* the Iaference from hence, fays our Author,-is plain and indubita- 
* ble, That a Divine Power and Virtue certainly went along 
“with ic, to fupply what was wanting. to it vpon other Ac- 
“counts, and that its Increafe muft needs have been Supernatu- 
Sval and Miraculous. ‘ 

In further Confirmation of which Truth, our Author particu- 
Jarly confiders the feveral Naturai Caufes, which are aflign’d by 
fome for:producing this Effe&, and fhows them all to be utter- 
Jy. infufficient for that end. Such-are the Blood of rhe Martyrs, the 
Purity of the Chriftian Morals (both whichdid rather deter Men 
from Chriitianity, than invite them to embrace it; ) The Ana- 
Jogy of fome Myftical Truths to the DoGring of Pilato, ae 

| e{/atsun 
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Geffation of Oracles, the Charitable Diftribution of their Goods, which 
the firft Ghriftsans made, and the little care which Heathen Princes took 
to [upprefs the Chriftian Re:igron ; all which pretended Caufes he 
fhows to be too weak to do the 1oooth part of the work-allot- 
edto them: And thence concludes, That this wonderful fuccefs 
of the Gofpel, muft proceed from the influence of the firft Caufe 3 - 
Blefling the endeavours of the Apoftles, and difpofing the hearts 
of Men to embrace the:Truth ; in a word, accompanying all 
they faid or did, with mighty Signs and Wonders , with the 
Demonftration of the Spirit and of Powcr. : 

Having thus confider’d, in the 1ft Sermon upon the Texe¢ 
Three of the Five Points he propos'd co handle from the words; 
he begins the 2d Sermon with confidering, inthe 4th place, 
How great and diftinguifhing an Advantage it is to the Chrifian Ine 
fiitution, to have been propagated after fo fwift and unaccountable a 
manner ; and to what ufeful ends the Confideration of it may be apply'd. 

And sft, This is an Advantage peculiar to the Chriftian In. 


“ftitution ; becaufe no other Religion ever had: fo large an en- 
- creafe, with fo little of Human Aid and Affiftance. - The Ag. 
bometan Religion indeed. came neareft to the Chriftian in the 


{wift manner of its propagation. But this Succefs had nothin 


Miraculous in it, nothing but what was owing, To the loofe 


manners.and Jamentable Divifions of the Chriftians of thae 


- time; to the fuitablenefs of Mabomet’s Dodtrine to the fenfual. 


Inclinations of Men, efpecially of thofe Eaftern people, to whom 
it w2s firft addrefs'd; and the Method he us’d of procuring Sub. 
miffion to it, by the dint of the Sword, and not by the power 
of perfwafion : And it was no wonder, that fuch a fenfual Re» 
ligion fhould prevail, in proportion to the Victories the Au- 
thor of it obtain’d over a diflolute and divided Enemy, as the 
Chriftians then were. But the Gofpel was that Stone which was 
cut out of the Mountain without bands (i. €. without vifible Caufes. 
proportion’d to fuch a Work) and brake in pieces all other Kings 
doms, and at laft became itfelf 2 great Mountain, and fill'd the 
whole Earth, Dai..2. 34; 35- ; 3 

 Asto the Jewifh Religion, there is no Comparifon between it 
and the Chriftian, either.asto the manner of its 1ft Reception, 
or the Addition of Converts afterwards made to it: For the Law. 
was given in the Defert to a particular people, for whom only it 
was intended, and was receiv’d by them only, and a few Gen- 


tile-Converts, who embrac‘d it after the Tabernacle was fet up 
, in: 
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in Shilo: But the Gofpel was publifhd in Ferufalem, beforea 
mixt Multitude of various Nations and Languages ; 3000 of 
whom prefently embrac’d it: The Miracles by which the Law 
was confirm’d, were wrought before'the Jews only; but the 
Miracles of the Gofpel were wrought before its-Enemies; be- 
caufe in all Gountries the Gofpel was to be believ'd and praétis’d. 


2. This peculiar advantage of Chriftianity is fo much the 
more Remarkable; becaufe it-was-prefignified by Types, and 
foretold by various Prophefies: Of the Types, the moft illu. 
ftrious is that of the Ifraclites in Eoxpt, who tmereassd abundantly, 
and the more the Egyptians affitted them, the more they multiplied s 
infomuch, That in the fpace of 430 years, to the time of their 
coming out of Egypt, they who were no more.than 70 Souls at 
firft, were 600000 ftrong, befides Womenand Children: Which 
‘was an exaét Image of the Chriftian ‘Church, who were on the 
day of Pertecoft but 120, and cho’ they svere perfecuied by the 
~ Rulers of the World, did neverthelefs mightily eucreafe, and 
an the famefpace of 430 years (which is very remarkable) they 
were encreas’d to-a numberleis Multitudé: And this is what 
was promis’ to Abraham, And in thy Seed [hall wl! the Nations of 
the Earth be Bleed. Many Predictions ‘of the fame kind are to 
be met with in the Pfalms and the Prophets 5* particularly in 
Yaieb, His 6dth Chap. is nothing elfe but a Defcription of the 
‘Glorious State of the Church,’ upon the abundant accefs of the 
Gentiles, which he clofes with the Text, A tietle One fhall 4e- 
come, &c. And fo the:Argument for the Divine Original of 
the-Chriftian Faith from ‘its Viorious *Progrefs,' is much im- 
prov.d by the Spirit of Prophecy which'foretold:this Succefs 5 
fince the fame Spirit ‘from which the Prophecy came accom- 
‘plih'd the Prediction. dort it vid dats Rea 


- 3. It is the peculiar advantage of Chriftianity, That this 
womdrous ‘Succefs of the Gofpel confirms the Truth of thofe 
Miracles , by which it is faid to have been Planted, and frees 
the matter of Faé. from all poflible fifpicion and doubt : For if 
Mirgdes ‘were not wrought at the firft' planting of the Gofpel, 
then it was propagated ‘int all Countries, and fubdued all other 
Religions, by ‘fach mean Inftruments, as‘muft be a Miracle, 
and the greateft of Miracles. And fo the Gofpel-Miracles are 
confirntd to ts; ‘not only by ‘the Authority of Teftimony, #8 
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the Miracles of Mo/es were, but from the Reafon of the Thing, 
it being, impoffible, that the Chriftian Faith fhould take place 
jn all the World, unlefs Miracles had made way for it, 


Having thus fhown the peculiar Advantage of Chriftianity. 
from the fwift Progrefs it made in the World, he confiders next 
the ufeful Ends to which this Confideration may be applied. As 
rft, It gives a good account why the Deftruction of Feru/akem 
was delay'd till 40 yearsafter our Saviour’s Death ; for by this 
. delay, the Patience and Goodnefs of God, and the incorrigible 
perverfenefs of the Jews. who rejected the Gofpel, was demon- 
ftrated,, while great Numbers of the Gentiles were added to 
the Church. 2. It fhows why Miracles ceas’d fo foon in the 
Chriftian Church, when they continued fo long in That of the 
Jews. And the Reafon of this is plain, becaufe the Chriftian 
Religion, being fuitable to the Reafon of Mankind, was fuffici-. 
ently prov’d by the Miracles which were wrought at the rft 
Plantation of it, and which are confirm’d by the {wift progrefs 
it made in the World; whereas the Law of Mo/es, had no in- 
trinfical Goodnefs to recommend it tothe Reafon of Mankind, 


__ and was confirm’d by Miracles wrought before the Jews, for 


whom only it was defign’d ; and therefore during this Ceremo- 
nious State, to keepthat backfliding people in their Duty, Mi- 
racles were continued among them, fuch as the appearance of 
God in the Secinab,and his Anfwers by Urimand Thummim,while 
| the 1ft Temple lafted. 3. This Miraculous manner of propaga- 
_ ting the Gofpel, gives a good account, why God did not fuffer 
Human Learning, or the Cvil Power, to come in to the fupport of 
it; the one til] at leaft a 100,the other till 300 years after Chrift. 
The Reafon of which was, That the Eftablifhment of our Faith, 
might appear to be the immediate Work of Heaven, and not 
owing to Human Means or Natural Caufes : And therefore the 
Apoftle fays , That His Preaching was not with Excellency of 
5 0m or the enticing Words of Man's Wifdom: And that GOD 
chofe the foolifh things of the World ta confound the Wife; and the weak 


things of the World, to confuund the things that were Mighty; ——That 
no Flefh might Glory in bw Prefence, 1 Cor. 1. 26,27. Another 
 Reafon of this Conduct was, to prevent the early fpreading of 
_ thefe Errors of Philofophers , and the Corruptions of Chrift’s 
 Doétrine by the Civil Powers , which were afterwards intro- 
— duc'd; for thefe not appearing till a 100 or 300 years after 
S{f Chriit 
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Chrift, when the-Gofpel was fpread far and wide inthe world, 
might then be eafily difcern'd and corrected, by the Primitive 
Rule of Faith, which had been receiv’d in all Churches. 


As to the sth and laft Enquiry, when and how this Miracle 
of the {wift propagation of the Gofpel -ceas’d, the Anfwer is 
plain; That it ceas’d when the Civil Power began to declare 
openly in behalf of Chriftianity; that is, foon after Confantine 
came to the Throne: For it was no longer a/.Miracle or a 
Wonder, that our Religion fhould thrive and flourihh, when 
in ftead’of bitter Perfecutions, it met with all manner of En- 
couragements: By which it multiplied exceedingly in all parts. 
of the World for a Century after Confantine ; and after that, 
it kept ies Ground, until the Vices and Difcords of Chriftians 
open’d a way for Mabomet to fet up.his Religion, The Author 
makes fome ufeful RefleG@ions upon this Head, which may 
be feen at large in the Sermon itfelf. What has been faid is 
fufficient to give the Reader an Idea of it: And ’tis hop’d that 
the Abftraéts which have been given of. thefe four firft Ser- 
mons, will give the Reader fuch a Tafte of our Author's way 
of Writing, as may invite him to.take a larger Draught of 
them at the Fountain-Head. 44 
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A Thorough Examination. of the Falfe Principles and Fallacious Ar- 
guments, advanc’d against the Chrifian. Church, Priefthood and 
Religion, i a late pernicious Book , Ironically Intituled, The 

- Rights of the Chriftian Church Afferted } Gc. in a Dialogue 

-_ between Demas and Hierarcha. Humbly: offer’d-.to the Canfide- 

pation of the Nobility and Gentry of England. By Samuel Hill, 
Redor of Killmington, and Arebdeacon of Wells. London, 
Printed for \W. Taylor , at the Ship i. St. Paul's Church 
Yard, 1708, p. 286. 





SHE Defign of the Author of The Rights of the Chriftian- 

Church, Afferted, &c. is to Deftroy the Divine Right of 
Bifhops and all Spiritual Officers: And to this purpofe he urges 
{everal Arguments in his Preface, to whichour learned Author 
has given diftin& Anfwers. 


And 1ft, The Author of the Rights, &c. Argues from the 
Statute in 37.H. 8, C.17. wherein that King. is aflerted ‘ by 
-God’s Word the Head and Fountain of all Ecclefiaftical Jurif= 
‘diction, tho: a Lay-man 3, all which therefore Lay-men may 
€ exercife by his Commiflion, and Bifhops no otherwife, accord- 
¢ ing to the Tenour of the Commiffions which they took to hold 
‘their Bifhopricks, during pleafure. To this our Author an- 
fwers, “Fhat the Error contain’d in this Statute, was quickly 
corrected in H, 8th’s. Time, in.a Book, Entitled, The neceffary 
Erudition of a Cbriftian man, by which the King’s Power over the 
Clergy is. to.owexfee. them, That. they Faithfully execute their Paftoral 

Gey Obeying. him in all things not. contrary to God's Law, refer- 
ving to.them «/). that Authority, committed to them by Chrift and his 
Apoftles ; And that Q, Elizabeth's Explanation, of the Oath of 
Supremacy, and the 37th Article eftablifh'd by Adc of Parlia- 
ment, difcharge. K. H's, Monfirous Notions from our Faith, 


As to the 2d Synodical Submiffiion, and the Statute thereup. 
On, our Author anfwers, That as it was violently extorted 
fromthe Clergy, fo it is; of no Doétrinal Force. againft their 
Powers, except.we allert it inzpottible for Kings and Parliaments | 

) S 2 to 
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to make Laws againft the Principles of the True Religion: And 
therefore our Continuance under that Submiffion, is notto be 
attributed to any principle of Confcience, but either to pru- 
dent Patience or Cowardly Fear ; and the Compliance of fome 
Bifhops with the Torrent of Power and Intereft, cannot in the 
leaft prejudice the Catholick Faith of a Divine Hierarchy. 

Befides, The Author of the Rights, upon his own Principles, 
ought not to have brought fuch an Argument againft the Claims. 
of the Church, becaufe he denies that Kings have any Ecclefj- 

aftical Fower at all. | a 





2, The Author of the Rights, &c. argues for the Royal Pow. 
er in Jurifditions Ecclefiaftical ; That many Abbeys, and al} 
the King’s Donatives, were by him exempted from Epifcopal 
JorifdiGion. To which our Author Anfwers, That as this does 
not deny the Divine Inftitution of Hierarchical Powers in ge. 
neral, and the ufing of them -in certain places: Sothefe Ex- 
emptions being the joynt Device of Popes and Kings, whofe 
Principles are exploded by our Church, ought not to be plead- 
ed againft the Authority of a Divine Conftitution.. 


3. As to the Power of Deans‘and Archdeacons in aés of 
Epifcopal Jurifdi@tion, our Author anfwers, That’ this Power 
was deriv'd from the Bifhops, who can employ inferior Orders 
- jna fhare of the Government. — Ms 


4- Asto the Limitation of the Bifhop’s Right*to his Diftri& 
‘by the King;-and Parliament, and the Power of making Ca- 
nons, our Author anfwers, That this may be done bya Contraé& 
of the Bifhops with the State, who pais over to the Secular 
Powers fome alienable Authorities. and confine the ufe of the 
unalienable to certain Limits ; and That the Powers referv’d 
in fuch Contraés, are not deriv'd from the Temporal, bnt from 
a Divine Charter. . ‘ 

As to theother Objections taken from Lay-deprivations, and 
the Diflolutions and:Confolidation of Bifhopricks ; the Anfwers 
tothem may be feen at large in our Author, they being too 
long to be inferted in this fhort Abftrad: 


Inthe Insveduttion, The Author of the Rights, &c. lays down 
this, as.the Fundamental Principle of Civil and Religious 
ez. - | ¥ernment, 
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vernment, That all ‘Perfons before Compaés, have an equal 
Right and Atthority over all Things and Perfons. © Againft 
which Hypothefis our Author argues, That this Equality of 
Power, would’be an Equality of no Power and no Right ; For 
what is one Man’s Right, is his Property, and cannot without 
Injury be taken from him by another Perfon: So if my Limbs’ 
| aremy Right, except! forfeit or furrender my Right, no Man 
can have a Right to take them away, or force'me to ufe them 
is his Service. Aid what another. can’t of Right do to me, I 
have no Authority todo'to him. But as to things without us, 
all Perfons -have.mot an equal Right to them , but particular 
Men have proper Rights, by Nature, fome pofitive A& of their 
own, orthe Grant of another. Thus 4dam had a Property in 
the Garden‘of Eden, and in his Wife and Children, by the Gift 
of. GOD, Ge#.c. 2, 3, 4. And neither Children, nor Wife, 
had any equal Authority over him as he had over them, ante- 

- eedently: to:any fuppofed Contra& between them. Thus a 
Child’ by'mere Birth has a proper Right to its Mother’s Breafts,. 
and to the Care and Education of its own Parents, which other 
Children eannot claim. : 

The Author of the Rights, &c. is- forced to confefs, That 
Children are not in a full State of Equality till they come to’ 
the Ufe of Reafon, but till then are to be govern'd by the Rea- 
fon of their Parents: But then-he adds, That afloon as a Child 
has attain’d the Ufe of Reafon, he is as free as his Parents. 
But againft thefe Pofitions, our Author argues, xft, That fince 
all Men do not attain the Ufe of Reafon at the fame. Age, and 
the Law of Nature has-not determined what meafure of Reafon 
is neceflary 'to make Children as free as their Parents, this 
Principle muft expofe Children and Parents to perpetual Quar- 
rels for want of acertain Criterion, whereby they may difcern 
when this full Liberty commences, But, 2dly, Suppofing a 
Child to be arriv’d:.at the full Ufe of Reafon, if a Parent hath 
any Authority over him, That is fufficient to deftroy the pre- 
tended Equality of Power between a Child and his Parents ; 
and yet this is plainly afferted by the Author of the Rights, 
That ifa Child atthe Years of Difcretion lives with his Father, 
he mouft like others, in things relating to the Family, be fub- 
_je& tO its Mafter : And our Author fhows farther, from Deus. 
21. 48, to 22. That a Rebellious Son was to be put to Death 
When: he arriv’d at mature Reafon ,. becaule he did not _ 
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the Voice of his Father-and Mother, which was done upog, 
their bringing him to the Judges, :and accufing him, the Judges 
doing that for the Parents which in the State of Nature Parents 
might have, doue for themfelves , as they did part of it in lay. 
ing hold of him, ec. which plainly deftroys the full Equality 
of Power between Parents and Children. 


The.2d Fundamental Priaciple,of Government laid down by. 
the Author of the Rights, Oc. is this, § That the Natural Equae 
“lity, of Power among Men in fuch a State of Nature, cannot 
* be loft. without their Confent, inj forming themfelves into Bo- 
* dies Politick, by agreeing to be determined: by a Majority, 
¢ which may keep the Power in their own Hands, or. commit 
‘ it to Reprefentatives, to. be obey’d, or depofed: (upon acting 
“agreeably or difagreeably.to the. Ends of their Conftitution), 
© by, the Judgment of the Body of-the:People, to whom it natu- 
‘rally. retucns upon Male-adminiftration.’ Againft.this Princi- 

ple our Author argues, 1ft, That-thea alk Governments which 
were not erected, after this manner, were not lawful, nor was 
Obedience due to them; And yet we find St. Paul requires Os» 
bedience, to. the Roman Emperors. for. Conicience fake, when 
they, were, not chofen. by:a free;Majority. after. this manner: 
But Submiffion was extorted. by the:Sword, both: from the: Se- 
nate andthe, People. Befides,- If Liberty cannot:be loft with- 
out fuch a Form of Popular Confent, this would vacate the Aue 
thority to govern the Jews which GOD gave to Mofes before 
they came to, Hore): Nay, GOD Himfelf could: not be a King 
' over.any.Man, except the Man himfelf.choofe Him. ; And: GOD — 
giving, a, Law.to: Adam, and executing a: Penalty upon him, 
would jbe an Ufurper. >adly, If; this; Principle be of fuch a fun- 
damental ‘Concern to. all Societies, it ought to be -known to all 
_ Perfons, by. the cleayeft Evidence of Natural Light, that they 
may claim this Right of, choofing their Governours :. But it 
appears from. the Hiftories of all: Nations, ,jthat. neither Monar- 
chi¢s, nor.other, Forms, of Government were ever fettled accor- 
ding. to.this.Blan, which mutt, im faa, have all.’ been framed 
after, this manner, if-this, Principle were true. And: as ‘it’ is 
fp ind. falfe,. sy, faG , 10, it, appears, to, he impracticable, cone 
2 Rp athe dy love of. Liberty,: ahd contrary Inclinations, 
That, a, Majority fhould agree to fubjec: their Lives and: Liber- 
ties, to, Ong. or moxe, .Goy¢Ernours, and; arm the. Rowers, thus 
2 chofe 

















chofen with ‘Strength fufficient to keep them im Subjeftion. 
gdly; The Author does. not.mend the Matter, -by, faying,- That 
the Supreme Governour thus elected, may be Obey’d or De- 
- pos'd by the Judgment of the Electors: For, fays our Author, 
Ifa Mob retain fuch a judiciary Power over their Governours, 
they would never have arm'd them, and difarm'd themfelves, 


whereby they aredifabled to call them to,an Account : Befides, _ 


If this be-a Fundamental Principle for the Good of Societies, 
it muft be univerfally acknoWledg’d by Sovereigns as well as 
People, and a Form of prattifing ic without War, ought to have 
been provided among all Nations’: But we find that moft Na- 
tions have hitherto, and do ftill, fubfift upon quite contrary 
Laws and Principles, and. particularly our own, as appears. 
plainly by the Declarations and Statutes of this Kingdom, . 


gy In purfuance of this Principle, the Author of the Rights, 
Gc. adds, ‘ That Government thus: founded, continues 
‘ upon the fame Foot of prefent Confent through all Succeffions, 
“which is fufficiently exprefs’d by the People’s Willingnefs to 
‘be proteéted in it, and to allow all that is neceflary to that 


‘End? Againft this Affertion our Author argues; 1ft, That . 


refort to Laws and paying of Taxes, are not certain Evidence 
ofa Free Confent to Government, but fuch Ads are the ef- 
feéts of Force and Neceflity, and fuch as Captives, and even E- 
nemies will fubmit to, that they may fecure themfelves, and 
unfufpected deftroy the Government: For as Governours re- 
quiring Taxes or any Obedience, before a Perfon has given his. 
Confent, ‘either exprefly or tacitly, to the Government, are 
guilty of Ufurpation and Tyranny ; So thefe Perfons, whofe 
‘Natural Liberties are thus invaded, looking upon themfelves 
ina State of War,:may ufe thefe Compliances, to get Oppor- 
tunities of efcaping or deftroying the Tyrants, without break~ 
ing any formal or virtual Contract of Allegiance, 2. Refort 
to Laws and payment of Taxes, are no fufficient Evidence of 
Confent, fince. befides them all Governments have required. 
Oaths of (Allegiance to be taken by their Subjects, as neceflary 
to declare their Confent and Obligation to fuch Allegiance. 
Amd‘ 4dly, This Tel of Confext is not common to all the 
SubjeGts, for there aré many who pay no Taxes, have no Bufi- 
nefs at. Law, bear no Offices, and fo have made no Form of 
Confent or Contract direGly or conftrudively ; emer all 
rus 008: 
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“Poor Men, and Perfons under Age, and ‘Sojourners, which muft 
therefore, according to this Affertion, -be exempted: from aj] 
_--Subjection to Authority. © tt | 


4. The Author of the Rights, oc. objects, * That the Afferters 
* of the Divine Right of Monarchy, do in effe& acknowledge 
‘all other Governments owing to-Compad, tho’ at the fame 
‘time they deny that Method poffible’ ‘To-this Objection our 
“© Author anfwers, That tho’ Men may by juft and fuccefsful 
Wars, acquire a jut Right to a New Government, yet they 
cannot be fettled in a Legal Title, but by a National Submif- 
fion, teftified by the Publick Councils of a Kingdom: Which 
Submiffion the Conqueror claims as his Right, and will punih 
thofe who refufe it; and therefore it cannot ‘be called a free E- 
le&tion by thofe whofe Right ftands in a Natural.Equality of 
Power and Freedom, and makes .the Conqueror obnoxious to 
Popular Judgment. , . : 


5. The Author of the Rights allerts, * That the People tran& 

‘ fer to their Governours, the Right which they had in the 

“€ State of Nature; and that wasa Right, not over their own 

* Life and Limbs, but over others, ‘fortheir own Prefervation.’ 
From whence it follows, ays our Author, That no Magiftrate 

can take away a Man's own Life or Limbs, for any Crime 

whatfoever : ‘ For .as no Man hada Natural Power over his 

‘© own ‘Life and Limbs, fo neither had others over him, but 
* only for their Self-prefervation or Preference 5 And if every 
“€ Man‘in a Nation fhall be fuppofed in danger, if others be 
‘ not ‘put to Death, @c. for. great Offences, and fo every 

‘© Man:tohave transferr’d the Power of Capital Punifhments o- 
‘© ver Malefattors, except themfelves only:; Yet this cannot 
“be juft-or real Right, -for fuch ought not to be oppofed: 
“Whereas, the Author of the Rights, fays, That every Man by 
‘the Right and Law of Nature, not only may, but muft 

* preferve himfelf to his utmoft, as to‘Life and Limb, and has 
“a Right and Duty to deftroy all others, that fhall attempt 
* his Life, cc. tho’ they-do fo on pretence of their Self-pre- 
* fervation: And if the Magiftrate a&ts in their Name, Right, 
‘and Behalf againft me, 1, who in this State of Nature, had 
a Right to deftroy in my own Defence all Attempters on my 
“ Life and Limbs, may by the fame Right and Law of Na- 
ture, 
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¢ turey deftroy. their Deputy, their Agent, the Civil Magiftrate, 
¢tho’ to the Ruin of whole Nations (who are not of fo near 
¢ concern to me, as my own Life and Limb) and hereto may 
¢ joyn what Forces I can get for my Prefervation? The Sum 
of which Argument feems to be this, That the Power over o- 
thers to punifh them, which the Author of the Rights fuppofes 
every Man to transfer to the Magiftrate for his own Preferva- 
tion, is utterly defeated, by that Natura] Right which every 
Man ftill has ‘in Society to deftroy a others that fhall attempt 
~ his Life, &c. and confequently to deftroy the Magiftrate, who 
aéts in the Name of thefe orbers, and by a Right deriv’d from 
them; So that thefe two Rights, the Right which the Civil 
Magiftrate has to punifh me inthe Name of others, and the 
Natural Right I have of deftroying all others in defence of 
my Life and Limbs, ec. are inconfiftent and deftroy one a- 
nother. - Fi 


After this, the Aushor of the Rights, Oc. lays it down asa 
Fundamental Rule, * That in mere Speculative Points, and 
* Modes of Worhhip and indifferent Rites. which Men general- 
‘ly have interwoven into their Religion, all are under an in- 
‘difpenfable Obligation to follow the Dictate of their own 
¢ Confcience, in all Religious Matters, which they judge avreeae 
© ble to GOD’s Will ; and none can make over this Right to a- 
¢ nother, or authorize the Magiftrate to punifh himfel! or any o- 
* ther for fo doing, becaufe this does no Man any lijary, which 
‘only in a State of Nature gives Right to punifh ; and ‘tis 
‘impoffible Men fhould ever fubmit to Government, but with 
* an Intent of, being procected in this Right, afwell as in any 
_° ‘other Matter.’ . Agaiaft this Polition our Author argues, 1ft, 
That.all Religion which binds the Confcience muft be found- 
ed eithér upon the Law of Narure, or Revelation ; and that no 
Speculations or fancied Modes of Worfhip which are not 
founded upon one of thefe Rules, ought to be. iaterwoven into 
Religion, nor can oblige the Confcience, ‘ For if Relizion in 
* all Speculdtions not affeting ‘the- Civil Society , coufiits in 
* Meén’s particular Conceptions, not tied to any Publick Rule 
‘of Divine Original, then Truths and‘ Falfhoods hoth may 
“be Principles of Religion, aud the fame Prattices facred and 
‘‘profane, and yet all or none acceptable coGOD. Thus if e- 
very Man be bound to follow his Confcience, in all Religious 

Sey Sete Matters, 
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Matters, in order to pleafe GOD, and his Confcience’is tobe 
guided by his own Fancy, or his own Apprehenfion of thefe 
“Matters, without any regard to a Divine Rule of Faith and 
Worfhip, thenthe Faith and Denial of the Trinity, the Incar. 
nation, andall Parts of the Creed, which do not affect the Civil 
Society, and the quite contrary Practices in Prayers and 
Thankfgivings, afwell as Rites and Myfteries, Good and Bad, 
Divine and Devilifh, muft all be grateful to GOD, tho’ contra. 
ry to all the Principles of Truth and Piety, Natural and Re- 
veald. | : : 

2. Our Author fhews, That it is the Duty of Parerits and 
Tutors, to educate their Children in the Principles of true Re- 
ligion, and that they have a Right to punifh their Obftinacy in 
refufing fuch Inftruétions, tho’they pretend Confcience againft 
them: And that Magiftrates may very. well be allow’d to have 
the fame Authority over their Subjects, efpecially fuch as for 
want of Parents fall to the Care of the State, to give them 
Religious Education , and to chaftife them if they be ob- 
ftinate. But this our Author affirms, upon the Suppofition 
of the Author of the Rights, That there is no Hierarchy appoint- 
ed by GOD for Publick Inftru@tion, and the Condu& of Men, 
in Matters of Religion. | v4 | 


3. Our Author proves, That all Modes of Worfhipping GOD 
according to every Man’s Will, are not by Natural Right tobe 
protected by the Magiftrate, as the Author of the Rights aflerts ; 
for all Modes of Worfhip but the Levitical were prohibited by 
Maofes's Law ; and by the Gofpel the Levitical Modes are pro- 
hibited to all Chriftians: And what. is prohibited by GOD, 
the Magiftrate cannot be bound to proteét, tho’ it be not 1- 
confiftent with the Civil Good of Society. 


After this our Author having difcourfed feveral Things con- 
cerning the Magiftrate’s Power in Matters of Religion, and 
the Rights of the Church, too long to be here inferted, at laft 
fhows, * That in the 3 firft Centuries, there were Judges and 
* Governours in all Matters Chriftian, with Powers of Ordina- 
‘ tion and Deprivation of the Clergy, before there were any 
* Chriftian Magiltrates to depute the Chief of the Clergy to 
* thefe Offices ; and that by thefe Hierarchical ager w) — 

i ; * defen 
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© defended Chriftianity and the Church againft all the Lawsand 
‘ Perfecutions of Civil Powers,’ From whence it plainly fol- 
lows; That the Church has a Power which is not derived from 
the Civ Magiftrate, and in that fenfe is Independent on him. 
As to the Confiftency of thefe two Independent Powers, and 
particularly the Church's Power of Excommunication with the 
Supreme Civil Power, an Account has been of it in our former 
Journals for Fuly and September, from Dr. Hicks, There are 
many. other very ufeful and ingenious Remarks, which the 
Reader will find in this Book ; But I fhall conclude the Account 
of it with what our Author fays, in Anfwer tothe pretended 
Natural Right of Lay-Chriftians to the Government of the 
~ Church, of which, fays the Asthor of ihe Rights, they cannot be 
divefted but by fome pofitive Law of GOD. Tothis our Au- 
thor anfwers; 1ft, That this Law of Nature was never own'd 
in any Church or Nation, as it muft have been if there had 
been any fuch: And therefore he defies him to prove any fuch 
Natural Right of Ecclefiaftical Conduét ia the People. 2dly, 
He fhows it to be contrary to his own Principles, © which will 
¢ not admit any, no not Popular Government in Matters Eccle- 
* fiaftical, becaufe in thefe every Man is free, and cannot be 
© fubjected by his own, Will or anothers to any Aét of a Repre- 
* fentative or a Majority, but to his own Confcience only, and 
‘fo every Man is his own Church, ora Church by himfelf.’ 
But then 3dly, He argues upon a-Suppofition, That the People 
Men, Women and Children had fuch a Natural Right : ‘ Ei- 
“ther it muft be fimply Unalienable, even by GOD, and then 
‘isin vain to require a Divine Law for its Alienation ; or 
*’tis Ali¢nable by GOD, as this Claim fuppofes, and then [ll 
‘prove, fays our Author, That GOD’s pofitive Conftitution of 
- “the Hierarchy, with Commands of Submiffion thereto in the 

~ © Apoftolick-Age, did actually diveft the People of that Natu- 
‘ral Right under all fitch Hierarchy of that Age; and if that 
* Hierarchy was of perpetual Defign to all Ages and Churches, 
* as others have to a Demoaftration proved, then your Natural 
* Claims are extin& by Divine Conititutions ; for they that are 
* fubjeed by GOD to the Government of others, cannot go- 
*vern themfelves or their Neighbours, and much lef their 
* Governours, by their own Will and Authority. | 
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Amuelis Bafnagii Flottemanuilles Annales Polititico-Fecle. 

fiaftici annorum 645 , a Cefare Augufto ad Phocam uf; 

In quibus res Imperii Ecclefieq; obfervatu digniores fubjiciuatur 

oculis, errorefq;evelluntur Baronio. Roterodami apud Reymer 

Leers, 1706. InFol, 3 Vol. 1.Vol p.823. 2 Vol. p. 888, 
3 Vol. p.948 ae PASS] 


Theod. J. Ab Almeloveen Faftorum Romanorum Confilari- 
um Libri duo, quorum prior juxta feriem Annorum, pofterior 
fecundum ordinem Alphabeticum digeftus, continet plurimas vo- 
terum fcriptorum, maxime Hiftoricorum, Legum atque In{crip- 
tionum emendationes. Accedunt Prefe&ti Urbis Rome & Con. 
ftantinopolis. -Amftelocdami excudit Joannes Wolters, 1705, 
in 8vo. Primus Liber p, 128. Secundus 343, uterq; conjun- 
&im p. 471. , 


Michaelis Bernhardi Valentini Prodromus Hiftoriz Naturalis 
Haffie, quem Anno-Academie Giflene Jubileo 1707. fub 
prefidio Auoris, publice Curioforum ventilationi fcitis Jo- 
annes Nicolaus Mulerus, Gifla Haflus L. L. Cuft. ad diem. 
Martis Giffe-Hoflorum : Typis Hennengi Mulleri. 1707. 4to 
P- 36. . | 


Commentaire Litteral fur tous les Livres de I? Ancien & du 
Nouveau Yeftament. Par le R. P. D. Auguftine Calmet Reli- 
gieux Benedi&in de la Congregatione de S. Vanne & de $. Hy- 
dulphe la Genefe. A Paris chez Pieree Emery, Quay de Au- 
guitins, aucoin de la rue Gift le Ceur, a lEeu de France, 
1707.. in 4to. Preface p. 90. Commentaire. p..854- fans la Ta- 
ble.. | 


3 Suecus Mundo Medicinam faciens, five traétatus Hiftorico- 
politicus Sereniff Sueci Regum,, pro falute Europ Bello atq; 
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Pace gloriofiff. per Seculi-decurfum fufceptis & A@is expe- 
ditionibus. Opus pofthumum. Cum cenfura, approbatione, & 
privilegio Superiorum. Stadz apud Henricum Brummerim Bi- 
bliopol. Typis Holiocinianis, 1707, 8vo. p. 72. 


Pauli Bergeri Ordinis Philofophorum in Academia Vitember- 
genfi Affefloris Cabbalifmus Judaico-Chriftianus detectus, bre- 
viterg, deHineatus. © Vitemberge Typis Chriftiani Gerdefis, 

1707, In4to. p: 1§0, - 


 Differtatio Juridica de teftatore cauto, &c. Lipfie & Rofto- 
chii, fumptibus Joann. Henr. Ruflwormii, 1707. 


-D, Joach. Schmidt, Colleg, Starg. Prof. & Reé. Oeconomia 
totius Theologie & Articulorum Paci, una ferie inter fe co- 
herentium, Tabula quadam comprehenfa, premifla ejus Theo. 
logie pofitive definitiouibus propofite & “Awedcitn 7% Dvevzalos 
corroborate; hoc eft,Oraculis omni fide majoribus in lingua aue 
thentica appofitis, confirmate, monftrato fubinde ex iis nervo 
probandi. Vitemberge, Impenfis Fratrum Erneftorum & Joh. 
Michael Jenifchii, 1707. 4to. p. 22. 


Grammatica Athiopica D. Joh. Henrici: Maii.Hebraice, 
- Chaldaice, Syriace atq; Samaritane Linguarum Inftitutionibus 
Harmonica. Confcripta a Joanne Philippo Hartmanno, Wil- 
dunga-Waldevo, Francofurtiad Menum. Excudebatur typis 
_Joannis Philippi Andree, 1707. 8vo. p, 24. 


Georgii Ernefti Stah}, Dodoris & Profeff: Ord. Dragramma 
de verze IposZeuxeiesos. Medicze practice vera dignitate,& vero in 
Acutis fundamento, occafione Aphori{morum Hippocraticorum. 
1. Aph. 22, 24. & 2. Aph. 29 Hale literis Orphano tro- 
phei, 1707. 4to. p. 85, 
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HE Monthly Regifter: 
: Or, Memoirs of the Af- 
fairs of Europe, Gc. Digefted 
from the feveral Advices that 
came to. England in November. 
Sold by 4. Baldwin. ; 
~The Holy Spirit the Author 
of Immortality,or Immortality 
apeculiar Grace, of the Gofpel, 
no Natural Ingredient of the 


Soul, &c. Being a Vindication - 


of Mr. Dodwell, oc. with fome 
Animadverfions on Mr. Cbi- 
foull and Dr. Whitby. By a Pref- 
byter of the Church of Engl. 
Printed for Geo. Saworidge. - 
The Judicial Power of the 
Church afferted. . A Sermon 
preach'd ‘at the Vifitation at 
Tadcafter in York{hire: By Fames 
“Talbot;'D.D. Printed ‘for H. 
Clements. 


A Modeft Vindication of the 


Prefent Miniftry from the Re- 
flections publifh’d againft them 
in a‘ late Printed Paper, inti- 
_ tuled, Zhe Lord Haverfham’s 

Speech, &c. Printed in the 
Year 1707. 

An Effay upon Paftoral ; to- 
gether with fome Brief Re- 
flexions on Eclogue-Verfe, 
Sold by B. Bragg. 

- TheGothick Hero, a Poem, 

Sacred ‘to the Immortal Ho- 
nour of Charles III. Sold by 
B. Bragg. ‘ 


Mrs. Frances- Shaftoe's Nar- 
rative ; Contaiuing an Account 
of her being in Sir Theophilus 0. 
glerborp’s Family. Printed in 
the Year. 1707. 

_ Remarks on the Re-printed 
Trial of Henry Cornifh, Efq; 
for Confpiring the Death of 
King Charles the 2d. Printed 
for ‘Ff. Adorpbew. 

An Appeal from the Pro- 
phets to their Prophecies, ¢c, 
Printed for f. Morphew. 

The Copy of a Letter from 
the Paftors and Profeflors of 
the Church and Academy of 
Geneva to the King of Prefia, 
with His Majeftys Anfwer, 
oc. Publifh'd by ‘Fofiah Wood- 
ward, D.D, Sold by Fobn 
Morphew. | , 

A Sermon preach’d at St, 
Bennet-Finck Charch, on Thurf- 
day O&ober 24th, 17-7. By 
Lawrence Hacket. Printed for 
‘Fonah Bowyer. 

~The Art of Cookery, a Po- 
em in imitation of Horace’s Art 
of Poetry. By the Author of 
a Tale ofa Tub. Sold bythe 
Bookfellers of London and 
Wefiminfter.  . | 

Political Inftructions for the 


Ufe of Gentlemen ; or, The 


Art of Rifing at Court, &. 
Printed for C. Smith. 


An 








..- for Bovember, . 1707. 


- ‘An Effay towards advancin 
the Intereft of the Eftablifh’ 
Church and State: Humbly 
offer’'d in feveral Confiderati- 
ons to. the. Queen..and both 
Houfes of Parliament. Bya 
Perfon: of Quality. Printed 
for 7. Morphew. 
The Cafe of Deifm fully and 
fairly ftated, in a Dialogue 
between Philautus and Theopif- 
tus, Gc. Sold by F. Morphew. 
The Happy Life ; or, The 
Contented Man; fhewing the 
Art how to Live well, @. 


Sold by f. Morpbew.. 
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A Supplement to the Firft 
Part of the Gentleman inftrn- 
é&ed ; with a Wordto the La- 


dies. Printed for E. Read, 
and: fold by F. Morphew. _ 

A Sermon preach’d at the 
Cathedral Church of St. Paul, 
before the Sons of the Clergy, 
on Tuefday the 2d of December, 
1707. being the Day of their 
Annual Feaft. By Cha, -Trime 
nell,-D. D.. Printed for D. 
Midwinter and Thom, Chap- 
man. 
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